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COMMISSIONERS. 


A reliable list of Commissioners of the various States 
and Territories and of the United States, authorized to 
wake depositions, administer oaths receive acknowledg- 
mente and perform the usual services of resident minis- 
terial officers. When communicating with them always 
mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 

&@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited Conrmissioners on favorable terms. 








BALTIMORE, MD. 


J. Kemp BaRtTiett, Jr., St. Paul and Baltimore ats. 
Commissioner of Deeds for Alabama, Ar Cali- 


Idaho, 


BOSTON MASS. 

AUGUSTINE H. READ, 20 Devonshire st. Commissioner 
of Deeds for all States and Territories. 5; atten- 
tention _— to the taking of Depositions. Also No- 
tary Public, Ju-tice of the Peace, and president of 
Read's Collection & Mercantile Agency (corporation.) 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 

EpwakD G. REYNOLDs, American Bank Building. 
Commissioner of Deeds for all the States and Territor- 
ies; also N Public. Depositions taken with 
care. Deeds of trust in Western Missouri, and Mort- 
gages in the State of Kansas foreclosed for Eastern in- 
vestors. Reports ? joey in Jackson and Clay 
Counties, Mo., and Wyandotte County, -, made, 
and taxas paid for non-resident owners and holders ot 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 
NeEwrTon G. Roegrs, 322 Fifth ave. N Public. 
Commissioner of for all the States and Territor- 


tes. Commissions for depositions prwnpt! y attended to. 
NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Joun G. Eustis, 26 Carondelet st. N Public 
and Commissioner of Deeds for New York, Massachu- 
3etts. New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Georgia, Florida, 


South Carolina, Virginia, Wisconsin, California, Ohio, 
Indiana, Michigan, Iowa, Texas, Mississippi, 
Arkansas, Alabama. Tennessee and Missouri. 
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Write us. Catalogue for stamp. 
THE WAIT PUBLISHING vO. 


Chicago. tt}, 


STUDY LAW AT HOME 


[CHAUTAUQUA PLAN] 
Able professors—thorough course, lead- 
ing to degree LL. B. (Incorporated)- 
Send stamp for Catalogue. 
CHICAGO CORRESPONDENCE SCHOOL 
OF LAW REAPER BLK. CHICAGO 














WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, For Sale, Etc., 
will be inserted under this head, eight lines or under, 
for $2.00 for one month, $3.00 for two months, or $5.00 
for three months; larger space in proportion. Ali 
notices guaranteed genuine. Unless otherwise stated. 
answers to be addressed care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 
AGENCY, Box 4il, New York City. 











ANTED.—Agents everywhere to sell our “ Life 
sketches, thoughts, etc., of eminent lawyers,” in 

2 vols., at $6.00. Send for sample set, or $2.00 for pros- 
tus, testimonials, terms to agents, ets. LawyErs’ 
[oremnarionaL Pus. Co., Kansas City, Mo. 





ANTED.—The Law & Casualty Co. (established 
1889), wants associated law office in every county 
seat ; it now has 200 offices in the larger cities, handlin 
and forwarding the best class of legal business, includ- 
ing collections, loss, damage and title claims. Not a 
eollectiog or reporting agency. Membership will in- 
crease your practice. Address the Company, 42, 43 & 
44 De Menil Building, St. Louis. 





PARTNERSHIP.— Wanted by R. A. Carter, L.L.B., 
27 years of age, to buy a partnership with some 
good practitioner with good practice and location ; 
will pay a fair Laie A te — mable terms, or I will enter 
an office on a smal y for one year, upon guarantee 
of partnership if satisfaction is given. ‘Address R. A. 
CakTER, “Don Juan,"’ Perry Co., Ind 





FO8 SALE.—An established law practice in one of 

the largest and most prosperous industrial cities 
of the South. Address SOUTHERNER, care American 
Lawyers’ Agency. 
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A MIRACLE OF DELIGHT. 


This is as different in its act- 
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ways used, 
No one can afford to be with- 


out this luxury. 


Price, $1.00 per Gross. 


Including Postage. 


If your stationer cannot furn- 
ish them, write direct to 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO., 


26 John Street, New York, 
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sa Seals that we furnish are on the Celebrated Star 
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CERTIFICATES OF STOCK. 


‘We are prepared to furnish fine lithographed Certificates of Stock, 


$4.00. 
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PRACTICAL BANKING. 


By ALBERT S. BOLLES. 





A handsome book of 326 pages, filled with ex 
haustive information on the subject of banking: 
A practical work in every sense. Invaluable to 
bank officers and employees, commercial teachers 
and all persons who have dealings with banks 
and bankers. 

STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 


(Eighth Edition.) 

Price, in cloth, postpaid, $3.00 
= 

com 48 Church St. 
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NEW YORK. 





ae 





THE NATIONAL BANK ACT 


AND ITs 


JUDICIAL MEANING WITH AN APPENDIX. 


Containing Official Instructions and Rules Relating to 
the Formation and Management of National Banks, 
United States Bonds, and the Issue and Re- 
demption of Coins and Currency. 


By ALBERT 8. BOLLES. 
SECOND EDITION. 


The work contains nineteen chapters, which treat of 
the powers of the Oe lier, Organization, Convers- 
ion, and Beginnin ‘ational Banking Associations, 
their Extension, Powers, Directors, Shareholders, In 
crease and Reduction of ( Sapital, ties of Banks as 
Pubiic Depositaries, ~ lation concerning their Cir- 
culations, Interest, ‘minal Offenses, ferences, 
Dissolution and SD caveniin Examination and Re- 

ports, Taxation and other matters. All the cases 
vhich show the meaning of the National Bank Act 
are noticed The work, therefore, is a complete ex- 
position of National Bankin g Law to date. 


Contains 400 Pages. 
Price, Cloth, $300; Full l aw Sheep, $3 50. 


STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 
(P. O. Box 411.) 


48 Church § reet, NEW YORE. 





CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 
Law Department Lake Forest University. 


Faculty :—Hon. coo M. Bailey, LL. D., ey 
of Supreme Court of Illinois,) President, Thomas A 

Moran, Hon. Henry M. Shepard, (J ustice of Appellate 
Court, Illinois.) Undergraduate course of two years. 
Post ite course of one year. Sessions each week 
day evening. For further information address 


ELMER E. BARRETT, LL. B. 
708 Chamber Commerce CHICAGO, ILL. 
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In boxes of 5@ to be had of all Station- 
ers, Notion Dealers, etc. 
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Address: American Lawyers’ Agency, 
48 Church St., (P.O. Boxd4il.) NEW YORK. 








An Indispensable Book for Bankers and their 
Attorneys. 


The Law Relating to 


Bank Collections. 


By ALBERT S. BOLLES, 


For twenty years Fditor of The Banker's Magasine; 
Lecturer on The Law and Practice ef Banking in The 
Unversity of Pennsylvania, and Author of Prac- 
tical Bunking, Bank Oficers and other works. 








The decisions relating to Bank Collections of late have 
been more numerous and important than on any other sub- 
ject connected with banking. The present work containsa 
full exposition of the law, with references to all the deci- 
sions that have been rendered. 


The following are the subjects considered in this work: 

Ownership of Paper Indorsed in Blank and 
Deposited and the Proceeds. 

Ownership of Paper Specially Indorsed and 
Dcpesited. 

Mode of Making Collections, 
Demand and Notice. 

Presentment of Drafts for Acceptance and 
Surrender of Bills of Lading. 

Collection of Notes and Drafts Payable at 
the Collecting Bank. 

Insolvency and Death. 

Payments. 

Mistake and Forgery. 

Usage. 

Sub-Agency. 

Damages. 


Presentment, 


The work contains 323 pages. 
Price, in cloth, $3.00 Full Law Sheep, 83.50 


STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 
(P. O. Box 411.) 


48 Church Street, NEW YORK, 
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A month'y collation of matters of Legal 
Interest, — Late Decisions, Judicial Dicta, 
Legal News, Noles and Facetie. And 

only fifty cents a year. . 2. 2... 
HIS little periodical, costing less than 5 
cents a number, is not too ambitious— 
it tries to be entertaining and amusing, and 
instructive rather as an index, than otherwise. 
We guarantee its value to any practicing 
lawyer who will read it. It won’t cost you 
a cent if you don’t like it 50 cents’ worth. 

There is no risk. No good—no pay. 
Give us your address 
on a postal card, 
and get it. 

The Lawyers’ Co-Operative Publishing Co. 


ROCHESTER, N.Y. 
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Disousses current commercial law and litigation ; reports the latest de- 
cisions and the events of legislation upon business affairs ; keeps 
abreast of contemporary legal literature ; gives news of 
the movements of attorneys and law associations, 
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practitioners. 
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SUBSCRIPTION PRICE: 
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A rterly, with semi-annual special editions, containing corrected lists of all 
banks, and financial institutions; officers, capital, sur; ~ By undivided profits, 
=aeoe loans and discounts, etc., towns without caning facilities and nearest bank’ 
point; handsome maps of all the States and Canadian P; ovinces; list of attorneys an: 
pther ‘Yvaluable information 


Subscription Price, $6.00, or with “ The American Banker,” $9.00 per Year. 
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President Cleveland has nominated Judge Rufus W. 
Peckham, of the New York Court of Appeals, to be As- 
sociate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
His confirmation is a foregone conclusion. The selec- 
tion is an excellent one, and gives universal satisfaction. 
Judge Peckham was elected a Justice ‘of the Supreme 
Court of New York in 1883, to serve a term of fourteen 
years, and was promoted to the Court of Appeals bench 
in 1886. His decisions in both courts have been marked 
by thoroughness and painstaking care; they show a judi- 
cial mind of superior quality, and a thorough grounding 
in the principles of the law in all its branches. The 
twelve years’ labor upon the bench in New York will 
furnish an excellent foreground of experience, and an ad- 
mirable training for the weightier duties of the higher 
office to which he is called. Judge Peckham’s term as 1 
Judge of the Court of Appeals will not expire until 1900. 
His salary in his present position is $10,000 a year. 
His salary as Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States will be only $8,000 a year. The ac- 
ceptance of the position tendered means a large present 
personal sacrifice, in exchange for a life position. ful] of 
honor and responsibility. 





To listen with apparent interest is what draws the 
best from us and is the silent eloquence that moves the 
minds of men. 





The word failure is not found in the fair lexicon of 
vouth. 





| tion with special cases in court. 





THE LAWYERS INFLUENCE IN PUBLIC 
AFFAIRS. 


In all nations and all communities the people learned 
in the law wield a powerful influence, and that influence, 
as an influence, is ever found on the right side. This 
position of the lawyer as a leader was long ago pointed 
out by Warren, Washburn and Shurswood. In an arti- 
cle recently published in the “American Magazine of 
Civics,” Judge Thomas M. Cooley appeals to the lawyers 


| to aid in building up a public sentiment in favor of the 
| prompt and strict enforcement of the laws. 


Lawyers are naturally public leaders and teachers. 
They are learned in the law, and people look up to them 
for counsel. When they find in the community a grow- 
ing sentiment. which threatens the public peace or wel- 
fare, it is their duty to come to the front as the sworn 
supporters of the Constitution and the laws. lll this 
is outside of the courts, but a lawyer takes a narrow view 
of his duties if he holds that he has nothing to do with 
existing or threatening public evils beyond his connec- 
In discussing the lynch- 
ing evi] Judge Cooley says: 

“Until recently it has been assumed by some of our 
people that one section of the country only was justly 
subject to the reproach that its public sentiment tolerated 
the crime of inflicting punishment by lawless force, and 
that even in that section it was limited to one very gross 
and disgusting class of offense. But no one section can 
longer reproach any other in this particular; lynchings 
have during the year been numerous north and south 
and west, in cases where murder, and sometimes when 
only an invasion of property rights was charged, as well 
as in gross cases of violation of female chastity, and the 
alarming feature of the utter and reckless defiance of law 
which has accompanied them is that, in very many cases, 
there was no attempt at concealment, and no pretense 
that violence was necessary to prevent justice being cheat- 
ed of its dues; they took place sometimes when the pro- 
cess-of the law had already been invoked against the par- 
ties lynched, and was leading to certain punishment, and 
the participants in the lawless tragedy in some cases 
could operly and truthfully boast that those who were ac- 
counted he best citizens in the community approved 
what they had done, and would not suffer the actors 
therein to be punished for thus setting the law at de- 
fiance.” 

He goes on to intimate that among these “best citi- 
zens,” who approved certain lynchings, there were doubt- 
less lawyers, who are not doing anything to correct the 
dangerous public sentiment which makes lynch law pos- 
sible. If they are doing nothing to prevent these out- 
breaks of mob violence, they are lending their aid to 
weaken and undermine our institutions by treating with 
contempt and indifference the restraints which the im- 
pose for he protecticn of all the people. If this assump- 
tion is warranted, how can the lawyers who without pro- 
test stand by and see mobs disregard the law and destrov 
life under circumustances amounting to criminal homicide 
justify their non-action, in view of the duty they assumed 
when they took the oath to support the Federal and State 
constitutions? 

The lawyers are a power in every State. Suppose 
they should all go to work to make lynching unpopular? 
They cannot only do this, but they can do much to reform 
our present system so that justice will be made more 
swift and certain. It strikes us that Judge Cooley’s paper 
is on the right line. 








Success often spoils common people, but it mellows 
those of a higher order. 
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TITLE TO BED OF NON-NAV.GABLE LAKES. 


In the case of Noyes v. Colbin, 26 L. R. A. 609, the 
Supreme Court of Iowa hold that the bed of an unnavi- 
gable lake of considerable size does not belong to the 
riparian owner. This is contrary to what may be re- 
garded as the general rule in this country, although the 
subject is not free from difficulty. The early decisions 
tend to support the doctrine that the bed of any lake, no 
matter how small, does not belong to the riparian owner. 
See Roxbury v. Stoddard, 89 Mass. (7 Allen) 158; Water- 
man v. Johnson, 30 Mass. (13 Pick.) 261; Wood v. Kelly, 
30 Me. 47; Bradley v. Rice, 13 Me. 189; s. c. 29 Am. D. 
C. 501; State v. Gelmanton, 9 N. H. 461. But the Massa- 
chusetts and Maine decisions are controlled by the Or- 
dinances of 1641 and 1647, which made every lake of 
more than ten acres in extent public property, and thus 
changed by statute the common-law rule, which gave to 
the riparian owner title to the soil beneath the waters of 
such lake. But this is not the case in any of the States 
aside from Massachusetts and Maine, which was for- 
merly a part of Massachusetts. 


The decisions of other Stares which deny private own- 
ership of the bed of small lakes cite the Massachusetts 
and Maine decisions as authority, but seemingly fail to 
recognize the fact that they are based upon the Ordi- 
nance of 1647. It is thought that the confusion and di- 
versity in jugicial decision is due to apparent oversight. 

The Supreme Court of Illinois say in the case of 
Trustees of Schools v. Schroll, 120 Ill. 509, that a natu- 
ral body of water six miles long and one mile wide in 
places, which is fed by springs, is a lake and not a stream, 
and that riparian ownership does not extend to the centre 
of it. But this case, it is said in Harebin v. Jordan, 104 
U. S. 371; bk. 35 L. ed. 428, does not establish in Illinois 
the doctrine that the bed of small lakes does not belong 
to the riparian owners, because there was another ground 
on Which the ‘lecision was based. Mr. Justice Bradley, 
who writes the cpinion of the Court, says: “On the east 
side of the Mississippi, in the States of Illinois and Mis- 
sissippi, a different doctrine prevails, and in those States 
it is held that the title of the riparian proprietor extends 
to the middle of the current, in conformity to the rule 
of the common law, that the beds of all streams above the 
flow of the tide, whether actually navigable or not, be- 
long to the proprietors of the adjoining lands. Middle- 
ton v. Pritchard, 4 Ill. (3 Scam.) 510; Morgan v. Reading, 
11 Miss. (3 Smed. and M.) 366; St. Louis v. Rutz, 138 
U. S. 226; bk. 34 L. ed. ogr; * * * * * and we 
believe that there was never any departure from this 
course of decision until the case of Trustees of Schools v. 
Schroll, which we regard as altogether exceptional, and 
insufficient to effect a change in the general rule. If 
anything can be deemed settled in the jurisprudence of a 
State we think that, until the decision of that case, it 
was absolutely settled in Illinois that the rule of the com- 
mon law was the law of that State in regard to the rights 
of riparian owners. See Middleton v. Pritchard, 4 III. 
(3 Scam.) 510; Illinois and M. Canal v. Honery, 11 Ill. 
554; Beckman v. Kreamer, 43 Ill. 447; Chicago v. Laflin, 
49 Ill. 172; Chicago and P. R. Co. v. Stein, 75 Ill. 41; 
Houck v. Yeates, 82 Ill. 179; Washington Ice Co. v. 
Shortall, ror [ll 46; s. c. 40 Am. Rep. 196; Fuller v. 
Dauphin, 124 ill. 542; s. c. 16 N. E. Rep. 917.” 


The Court of Appeals of New York say in the case 
of Gouverneur v. National Ice Co., 134 N. Y. 355; s. ¢. 
31 N. E. Rep. 865; 18 L. R. A. 695: “ Natural ponds and 


small lakes are private property. They pass by grant 
of land in which they are included. They are also pre- 
sumed, if nothing appears to the contrary, to belong to 
the riparian owners. And there would seem to be no 





substantial reason for the application of a different rule 
in the legal construction of grants of land bounded on 
them than is applied to conveyances bounding premises 
on fresh-water streams.” This is thought to be the bet- 
ter, as well as the prevailing, doctrine. See Smith v. 
Rochester, 92 N. Y. 463; s. c. 44 Am. Rep. 393; Rice v. 
Ruddiman, 10 Mich. 125; Clute v. Fisher, 65 Mich. 48; 
Ridgeway v. Ludlow, 58 Ind. 248; Lembeck v. Nye, 47 
Ohio St. 336; s. c. 24 N. E. Rep. 686; 8 L. R. A. 578; 
Cobb v. Davenport, 32 N. J. L. (3 Vr.) 369; s. c. 33; N- 
J. L. (4 Vr.) 223. 

In Hardin v. Jordan, 140 U. S. 371; bk. 35 L. ed. 428, 
Mr. Justice Bradley says: “ This right of the State to reg- 
ulate and control shores of tide-water and the land under 
them is the same as that which is exercised by the Crown 
of England. In this country the same rule has been ex- 
tended to our great navigable lakes, which are treated 
as inland seas; and also, in some of the States, to naviga- 
ble rivers, as the Mississippi, the Missouri, the Ohio, and, 
in Pennsylvania, to all the permanent rivers of the State; 
but it depends on the law of each State to what waters 
and to what extent this prerogative of the State over the 
waters under the land shall be exercised. In the case 
of Barney v. Keokuk, 94 U. S. 324; bk. 24 L. ed. 224, we 
held that it is for the several States themselves to deter- 
mine this questicn.” 








SYSTEMATIC CORRUPTING OF COURTS. 


An unparalleled outrage upon that “bulwark of the 
freeman ”"—the jury—has been perpetrated in St. Paul, 
Minn. It seems that upon the summoning of each new 
petit jury at the new terms of court the superintendent 
of carriers posted a list of the men summoned for jury 
duty and called the carriers together and commanded 
them to sound each of the proposed jurors to whom they 
delivered mail as to the said proposed juror’s feelings 
tewards the street railway company. 

The list of jurors for the present term was posted by 
Superintendent of Carriers Hardacre. When asked where 
he got the list of jurors from and for whose benefit the 
information was gathered, Mr. Hardacre admitted that 
the list was given to him by Superintendent Smith, of the 
Rapid Transit Company; that the company had always 
been very kind to the mail carriers and he thought it no 
more than right that they should do this work for the 
company. He admitted having called the carriers to- 
gether and instructed them to note the names and ad- 
dresses, and upon the first opportunity inquire into their 
prejudice for or against the street railway company and 
Mr. Lowry personally, at the same time instructing them 
how to mark after their names so that it could be told 
how the person stood. He admitted also that he told the 
carriers that he considered it their duty to get the infor- 
mation, as the street railway company had always treated 
them right, and that the information had to a large ex- 
tent been reported back by the carriers as per his request. 

The coolness with which this corrupter of courts 
admits his guilt is shameful, and the explanation he gives 
very extraordinary, to say the least. Here it is in ex- 
tenso. He says: 

“ The other day an officer of the street railway com- 
pany came in here and began to tell me about the nu- 
merous damage suits which the company had on hand. 
He said that everybody who could find any excuse for 
doing so was bringing actions against the company for 
damages. He even said that in some cases people would 
fall off the cars and take chances of getting hurt just for 
the purpose of having an excuse for bringing suit against 
the street railway company. He said that people driving 
along the streets would sometimes turn their teams right 
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square in front of a street car for the same purpose. He 
talked to me in that way for some time, and said that the 
trouble which the street car company had most to con- 
tend with was that of securing good juries to try the cases. 
He wanted to get good, fair men, and that he did not 
want the information for disadvantageous use against 
anybody who had suits against the company. It didn't 
occur to me for a minute that there was anything wrong 
about it, so I told him I would do so. He gave me a 
list of names of the people he wished to find out, and I 
posted it on the bulletin board with a request that this 
information be obtained. I also called the attention of 
the carriers to the bulletin, and there was nothing secret 
or underhanded about it whatever. Until I was called 
into Postmaster Castle’s room it did not occur to me 
that there was anything wrong about the transaction at 
all. As soon, ‘hough, as my attention was called to the 
matter, I saw what a mistake had been made. I can 
now see what 2n advantage it would be to one side in 
the case where the other side did not have the same in- 
formation. It was, as I say, done thoughtlessly on my 
part, and I am very sorry indeed that it occurred. There 
is one thing, however: none of the information I received 


was turned over to the street railway company, so that | 


no actual harm came of the mistake.” 

By such despicable and corrupt practices the Twin 
City Street Car Company has rendered it almost impos- 
sible to recover a verdict against it in an action for dam- 
ages for personal or other injuries sustained. All trials 
of personal damage cases either result in a verdict for 
nominal damages only or a mistrial. The matter is to 
be laid before the Court by the St. Paul Bar Association. 
Punishment sure, swift and severe should follow this un- 
precedented invasion of the rights of the people, this 
wholesale corrupting of courts, this defeating of the ends 
of justice, this robbing the people of the rights guaranteed 
by the Constitution and laws, thus nullifying the acts of 
the Legislature and the will of the people. Charles W. 
Hardacre, who has made the employees of Uncle Sam 
the pimps of a powerful corporation, should be dealt with 
without gloves and dismissed from a position he dis- 
graces! Too much credit cannot be given to those mem- 
bers of the St. Paul Bar through whose energy the cause 
of so many mistrialsk—so many defeats of justice—has 
been laid bare, and the villainy of Hardacre and the rail- 
road company “run to earth.” 











INSURANCE AGENT—RECOVERY FROM—/N 
CASE OF LOSS. 





Where a firm of insurance agents, who designate 
themselves as attorneys in fact of certain underwriters, 
agree in their contract to pay the insurance themselves, 
though their principals are disclosed, an action against 
them alone for the loss will be sustained. So held by the 
Supreme Court of New York in the case of Leiter v. 
Beecher. The court say: 

“By the contract of insurance the defendants, al- 
though acting as attorneys for disclosed principals, agreed 
that they would be responsible, in place of the principals, 
for any loss under the policy of insurance; and it was 
especially agreed that no action should be brought to en- 
force the provisions of the policy except against the gen- 
eral managers, as attorneys in fact,and representing all 
the underwriters. It seems clear that under the contract 
the agents, although acting as attorneys, assumed an indi- 
vidual responsibility for any damage sustained by the 
plaintiff in consequence of a loss under the policy, and 
are liable in an action brought to recover such loss. By 
the contract they became liable to the plaintiff for any 
loss sustained, and I can see no reason why the court 
should refuse to enforce that contract. Whether or not 





this agreement not to sue the principal would be valid is 
not material here. No action is brought against the 
principal, and it is the agents of the principals who de- 
mur to this complaint. No public interests require that 
the court should hold that this agreement of the agents 
to be principally liable should not be enforced. It may 
be that public policy would prevent the principals from 
escaping liability on the policy, but that principle could 
only be applied in a case of an action against the prin- 
cipals to enforce their contract made by their agent. It 
is not involved in a suit brought to charge the agents as 
principals under their contract.” 








FALSE STATEMENTS TO COMMERCIAL AGENCY 





From the late case of Hiller v. Ellis (Ala.), 18 So. 
Rep. 98, it would seem that a false statement made to a 
commercial agency, and then the reference of a selling 
merchant to that statement is ground for the recession 
of the contract as fraudulent. In this case the purchaser, 
without making any direct representations to the sellers, 
Marshall Field & Co., stated that the reports, made by 
him to Dun’s Agency, correctly represented his financial 
condition. Marshall Field & Co., cross petitioners, were 
defeated and successfully appealed. The Alabama Su- 
preme Court said: 

“ The cross petitioners, Marshall Field & Co., should 
have had the relief they prayed. Whether Hiller in fact 
made all the statements to the representative of the re- 
porting agency of R. G. Dun & Co. contained in the re- 
port made by the representative, Moorman, as testified 
to by Moorman, or made only a part of them, as testified 
to by Hiller, is immaterial in view of the fact, which we 
think is abundantly proved, that when called upon by the 
manager of the credit department of Marshall Field & 
Co. for a statement of his financial condition, Mr. Hiller 
referred them to the report then standing on the books 
of Dun & Co. as a true one of their condition. Mr. 
McConnell, the manager of the credits of Field & Co., 
testifies distinctly that Hiller, when applied to for a state- 
ment of his financial condition, stated that he was not 
prepared to make a statement, but that the reports stand- 
ing on the books of the commercial agencies correctly 
represented his condition. Hiller in some manner im- 
plies that this he did not do, but that his meaning is not 
clear appears from his statement that he does not re- 
member to have seen or talked with McConnell at all. 
He says it is true that he made no statement of his condi- 
tion, and so says McConnell, but he does not deny that 
he referred McConnell to the mercantile agencies as sup- 
plying the information required. It cannot be denied 
that the report on the books of Dun & Co. exhibited his 
condition to have been infinitely better than in truth it 
was, and, accepting as true the testimony of McConnell, 
which Hiller had an opportunity and failed to contro- 
vert, we are of opinion that the purchase so procured 
was a fraudulent one, and that the sellers have the right 
to rescind the sale and retake the goods.” 








The suggestion by Eliot Norton that when the new 
Justices of the Supreme Court of New York take office 
the courts should be so organized that certain classes of 
cases should always be tried by certain judges is a good 
one. This will enable each judge to become thoroughly 
familiar with one branch of the law, and rapidity and 
correctness might be secured in the disposition of cases. 
Mr. Norton refers to the English custom of appointing 
judges to the High Court of Justice who were distin- 
guished specialists, and thus giving them the kind of 
work which they have been familiar with in their practice. 
One practical difficulty in carrying out such a plan would 
be that there are fewer specialists among the lawyers of 
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this country than in England. There are, of course, ad- 
miralty lawyers, patent lawyers, criminal lawyers, real 
estate lawyers, corporation lawyers, and some specialists 
in other branches. The admiralty and patent lawyers 
have, however, a special tribunal in the United States 
courts, the criminal lawyers have a separate set of courts 
and the real estate lawyers do not frequently appear in 
any court. The Surrogate’s Court furnishes to some 
extent a field for specialists, although there are few law 
firms which do not have cases in the Probate Courts, and 
there is not a law firm in the city exclusively devoted t» 
probate practice. The abolition of the distinction be- 
tween the legal and equitable actions makes it difficult 
to designate judges to try one class of cases, and there 
is no chancery bar such as exists in England. Thé 
elevated railroad cases are in the hands of a few lawyers, 
and some judges have grown especially expert in their 
trial, but there are few other kinds of cases which could 
be easily separated and assigned to special judges. 
The sensational trials of the last few months have shown 
the truth of the old maxim, which declares that one who 
tries his own case has a fool for a client. Dr. Bradford 
was an able and shrewd criminal, but he did not succeed 
in impressing the jury which tried him on the charge of 
counterfeiting. The action of Holmes, the convicted mur- 
derer, on the first two days of his trial in Philadelphia 
did not favorably impress the spectators, and probably 
affected unfaworably the jury which decided his case. 





The report of the Committee on Law Reporting of 
American Bar Association, made to that association at 
its eighteenth annual meeting, held in Detroit last Au- 
gust, has been issued in a neat pamphlet, with two valua- 
ble tables, and will be widely distributed. The “Com- 
bination Series” of New York Reports, which is com- 
mended in the committee’s report, prints the report entire 
in their issue of October 26. The evil of the rapid mul- 
tiplication of reports is by no means a new one, and is 
not likely to be satisfactorily solved in this day and gen- 
eration. 





The New York Tribune comments on the remarka- 
ble enterprise shown by some law publishers, and says 
that one of the most striking instances of rapid work on 
the part of printers and bookbinders is the issuing from 
the press of a digest containing nearly 2,800 pages, which 
was printed, bound and delivered in New York in about 
seven weeks from the time the preparation of the manu- 
script was completed. The Tribune says: “The printing 
is clear, and the whcle work is indexed carefully, and, in 
spite of the rapidity with which the work was done, there 
is no evidence of haste in the appearance of the volume. 
The manner in which the work was forced to completion 
is in contrast with the slowness with which the State 
printer in New York prepares the session laws, which 
are far less voluminous and are much less difficult to 
print in a satisfactory manner.” 





If a trustee wrongfully deposit in bank to his own 
credit, in the same account, moneys of distinct trusts, 
equity will not permit the trust to be thereby defeated, 
but will award to each cestui que trust, out of the account, 
the amount of his moneys so deposited. If the trustee 
deposit his own money in the same account, and checks 
out, he will be deemed to first check out his own moneys, 
and not those of the trust—Clemmon v. Drovers’ Nat. 
Bank, 157 Ill. 206; Bank v. Goetz, 138 Ill. 127; Bank v. 
King, 57 Pa. St. 202; Thompson’s Appeal, 22 Pa. St. 16; 
Union Stock Yards Bank v. Gillespie, 137 U. S. 411; bk. 
34 L. ed. 724; Central Nat. Bank v. Connecticut Mut. L. 
Ins. Co., 104 U.S. (14 Otto) 54; bk. 26 L. ed. 693; Knatch- 








bull v. Hallett, L. R. 13 Ch. Div. 696; s. c. 36 Moak Eng. 
Rep. 779. 





The query, “What is law?” is answered by Tappan, in 
the following admirable manner, He says: “Law gov- 
erns the sun, the planets and the stars. Law covers the 
earth with beauty, and fills it with bounty. Law directs 
the light and moves the wings of the atmosphere; binds 
the forces of the universe in harmony and order; awak- 
ens the melody of creation; quickens every sensation of 
delight; molds every form of life. Law governs atoms 
and governs systems. Law governs matter and governs 
ihought. Law springs from the mind of God, travels 
through creation, and makes all things one. It makes 
all material forms one in the unity of system. It makes 
all minds one in the unity of thought and love.” 





At last we are promised a needed relief. An accepta- 
ble national bankruptcy law seems imminent. The New 
York Credit Men’s Association has indorsed the Tor- 
rey Bankruptcy bill. 








The election of James C. Matthews of Albany to the position 
of Judge of the Recorder’s Court of that city is news to be re- 
ceived with felicitation by Afro-Americans, and by all who 
are interested in their advancement. It is one of the strong- 
est proofs they could have, not only of the powers that lie 
within their race, but of the readiness with which those powers 
will be recognized as they assert themselves. It was inevita- 
ble that the rise of the negro to a place of dignity im the na- 
tion should have been attended with discouragement. The 
conditions under which even a gradual elevation was made 
possible were in themselves hamnering. But with him as with 
others, genuine ability and merit a~e sure to receive recogni- 
tion. Nothing connected with the Atlanta exposition has re- 
ceived more general commendation than the remarkable speech 
of Booker Washington at the opening of the negro building. 
There is no disposition among intelligent white people, either 
North or South, to cry down such attainments as these, or to 
keep a man like Matthews out of an office which he is capa- 
ble of filling with dignity and honor. 

It is a great thing gained for any race when a few of its 
number have risen high enough to furnish an ideal for the 
rest. It is even an extraordinary thing that a people so sud- 
denly turned loose without education or habits of industry 


should have achieved in thirty years what the American ne- 
groes have done. 





The unsatisfactory condition of the divorce laws is at- 
tracting renewed attention. The Supreme Court of South Car- 
olina has recently decided, as the New York courts long ago 
held, that a divorce by a wife who left her husband and went 
to another State and there obtained a decree of divorce with- 
out personal service and on a ground not recognized as cause 
for divorce by the State in which the husband lived, was not 
binding in the State in which the husband lived. A Western 
law journal points out a result which has been alluded to fre- 
quently in other legal periodicals. The woman who brought 
an action is legally divorced in one State, while she has a liv- 
ing husband in another State. If she should marry, as she 
legally may, in the State in which the divorce was granted 
and then went to another State and procured a divorce similar 
to the first, she would then have two living husbands to whom 
she was legally united, according to the laws of different 
States, while in the third State she was a single woman and 
might lawfully marry again. “The New York Law Journal” 
and other influential legal periodicals call for the modification 
of the decisions under which such a state of facts can exist. 
The recognition of divorces obtained under the loose laws of 
some of the Western States and Territories is bad enough, but 
it may be questioned whether it is worse than the confusion 


which results from the failure to admit their validity in other 
parts of the United States. 





The Holmes murder case has naturally attracted very gen- 
eral attention throughout the country, and it has been more 
widely discussed by the public press than any other criminal 
trial of modern times. The general expression of public sen- 
timent, as given in the newspapers, commends the court and 
District-Attorney for the scrupulous care exercised for the pro- 
tection of the prisoner, and the verdict is next to universally 
approved. ve 
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ADVERSE POSSESSION. 


One holding land under an arrangement that he should have 
the use of it on paying the taxes cannot acquire title by ad- 
verse possession. Johnson v. Butt, (Neb.) 64.N. W. Rep. 691. 

Titles to railroad lands vest when the map locating the pro- 
posed route is filed, and such lands are then subject to ad- 
verse possession. Southern Pac. R. Co. v. Whitaker, (Cal.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 1083. 

To establish adverse possession under California Code Civ. 
Proc., § 325, the defendant need not have paid taxes to 
the time of suit, where he had held adversely and paid 
taxes more than five years. Id. 

Where there is evidence of adverse possession, the issue should 
be submitted to the jury, under proper instructions. Butler 
v. Drake, (Minn.) 64 N. W. Rep. 559. 

APPEAL. 


Action on an appeal bond, it is sufficient to show that the prin- 
cipal had creo | sufficient to satisfy the judgment at the 
date of the appeal, and that at its determination he was in- 
solvent. McFadden v. Lovitt, (Ind. App.) 64 N. W. Rep. 554. 

Action on an appeal bond to stay execution may be brought in 
the name of the party whose judgment is stayed. Bem v. 
Shoemaker, (S. D.) 64 N. W. Rep. 544. 

Admission of incompetent evidence is reversible error, where it 
is the basis of a verdict for damages which could not be re- 
covered in the action. Smith v. Bryant, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 1069. 

Alleged errors in admitting or excluding evidence will not be 
noticed unless the testimony is set out, as required by rules 
11 and 24. Haldane v. United States, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. 
Rep. 819. 

Appeal will not lie from an order refusing an intervention. 
Childress v. State Trust Co., (Tex. Civ. App.) 32S. W. Rep. 330. 

—> of error, based on a refusal of instructions, which 

oes not set out the instructions as required by C. C. A. 
Rule 24 will not be noticed. Haldane v. United States, (C. 
C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 819. 

Assignments of error not discussed in the briefs are waived. 
Pittsburg, C., C. § St. L. Ry. Co. v. O’Brien, (Ind. Sup.) 41 
N. E. Rep. 528. 

Assignments of error not supported by the argument will not 
be considered. Neimeyer v. Weyerhaeuser, (Iowa) 64 N. W. 
Rep. 416. 

Clerk of civil appeals will not be required to issue a mandate 
without payment of costs, though suit was prosecuted on 
affidavit in forma pauperis. Storriev. Marshall, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 32 8. W. Rep. 334. 

Determination by a council of the contested election of a mem- 
ber will not be reviewed. Stearns v. Village of Wyoming, 
(Ohio) 41 N. E. Rep. 578. 

Erroneous date in a finding is not ground for reversal, where no 
harm resulted therefrom. Morgan v. Morgan, (8S. C.) 238. 
E. Rep. 64. 

Error in admitting evidence is harmless, where the party com- 
plaining testified to the same facts. Steinhart v. Coleman, 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1098. 

Error in an instruction as to an item of damages is harmless, 
when there was no evidence as tosuchitem. Hassard Short 
v. Hardiman, (N. C.) 23 8. E. Rep. 96. 

Evidence incorporated in a bill of exceptions is not part of the 
record, where the bill is not filed. Armstrong v. Dunn, (Ind. 
Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 540. 

Evidence set out in the bill of exceptions, which is not shown 
to have been filed with the clerk, is not in thé record. 
Pittsburg, C., C. § St. L. Ry. Co. v. OBrien, (Ind. Sup.) 41 
N. E. Rep. 528. 

Judgment will not be reversed for an erroneous general state- 
ment in a charge to the jury, where the extent and limit of 
liability in the particular case are clearly and correctly de- 
fined in the charge. St. Louis, I. M. § S. Ry. Co. v. Need- 
ham, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 823. 

Motion to dismiss will not be considered, where it is uncertain 
as to which of two notices of appeal it is directed. De La 
Cuesta v. Calkins, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1098. 

Objection that plaintiff failed to show that he was not the own- 
er of the note sued on cannot be raised for the first time on 





appeal. Moors v. Sanford, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1064. 









Objection to the admissibility of testimony cannot be raised for 
the first time on appeal. Sawin v. Union Bldg. § Sav. Ass'n, 
(Iowa) 64 N. W. Rep. 401. 

Order allowing a person to be made defendant can be reviewed 
only on appeal on a final judgment. Bennett v. Shelton, (N. 
C.) 23 8. E. Rep. 95. 

Order striking out defendant’s demurrer, and denying it the 
right of further defense because it was in contempt for not 
complying with an order of the court, is appealable after 
final judgment. Glover v. American Casualty Ins, § Seo. Co., 
(Mo.) 32 8. W. Rep. 302. 

tenn a motion for a new trial is not a final order, to which 
error lies. Young v. Shallenberger, (Ohio) 41 N. E. Rep. 518. 

Party defendant in whose favor a bill was dismissed, and 
against whom no relief was granted cannot appeal. Witt v. 
Baars, (Fla.) 18 So. Rep. 330 

Party to an appeal in the —— court cannot object to a 
transfer of the case to the appellate court, afterwards 
created by the legislature. Hentig v. Redden, (Kan. App ) 
41 Pac. Rep. 1054. 

Question as to the legal effect of certain ballots is one of law, 
and the decision of the trial court may be reviewed without 
a motion for new trial. Le Claire v. Wells, (8. D.) 64 N. W. 
Rep. 519. 

Statement in a bill of exceptions, that the ‘‘cause came on for 
hearing, and a jury having been impaneled and sworn, and 
the introduction of evidence having been commenced,’ by 
stipulation of parties hereto duly entered, the jury was 
withdrawn, trial to jury waived,” is insufficient to show 
that a written stipulation was filed, as required by Rev. St. 
§ 649. Cudahy Packing Co. v. Sioux Nat. Bank, (C. C. A.) 
69 Fed. Rep. 782. 

Statement of grounds of decision in an opinion of the court is 
not equiva'ent to a special finding of fact. Hinkley v. City 
of Arkansas City, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 768. 

Supersede as bond, signed by the sureties alone, is valid as to 
thesureties. Hentigv. Collins, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1057. 

Unless it appears that the jadgment is founded on a g para- 
graph of a complaint, the error of overruling the demurrer 
to a bad paragraph is not harmless. Smith v. Roseboom, 
(Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 552. 

Validity of a mortgage cannot be considered, where it was not 
set forth in the record. Bell v. Preville, (Colo. App.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 1112, 

Weight of evidence will not be considered on appeal. Atchison, 
T. § 8. F. R. Co. v. Huitt, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1049. 

Where a case has been tried by a court without a jury, it is im- 
material to consider whether there was error in admission 
of evidence bearing solely upon a point which is shown by 
the opinion of the court not to have entered into the decision 
of the case. Hinkley v. City of Arkansas City, (C. C. A.) 69 

Fed. Rep. 768. 

Where a decree against several defendants is joint, one of such 
defendants cannot appeal in his own name alone. Witt v. 
Baars, (F la.) 18 So. ie. 330. 

Where a decree determines the rights of the parties in respect 
to two funds, which have been kept separate, an acceptance 
by a party of an amount decreed to him out of one of them 
will not operate as a waiver of his right to appeal from the 
part of the decree which dis of the other fund. Gil- 
fillan v. McKee, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 6; McPherson v. Same, ld. 
Where a decree is several, both in form and substance, and 

the interest of each defendant thereunder is separate 
and distinct from that of the others, one defendant 
may appeal alone, without a summons and severance or 
other equivalent ag epee Id. 

Where a party fails to move to strike out evidence that is sub- 
sequently found to be inadmissible, he cannot afterwards 
except to its admission. Beaudeite v. Gagne, (Me.) 33 Atl. 


ep. 23. 

Whete an amendment to a pleading is allowed during the trial, 
and the trial proceeds. as if the amendment was made, the 
objection that the pleadings do not present the issues can- 
not be raised on appeal. Connor v. National Bank, (S. D.) 
64 N. W. Rep. 519. 

Where ballots in an election contest were marked as exhibits 
and preserved by the clerk, plaintiff is entitled to have 
them certified on appeal. Jennings v. Brown, (Cal.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 1085. 

Where parties file an agreement for a remittitur, the judgment 
will be affirmed. Indianapolis Union Ry. Co. v. Holt, (Ind. 
Sap.) 41 N. E. Rep. 522. 

Where the declaration refers to a bill of particulars as being a 
part thereof, and is thus treated at the trial, it will be 
treated the same way on appeal.. First N t. Bank v, Savan- 
nah, F. & W. Ry. Co., (Fla.) 18 So. Rep. 345. 

Where the defense to a note is payment, and the court allows 
all credits proven, the ia will not be disturbed. 
Commercial Nat. Bank v. McClain, (Pa.) 33 Atl. Rep. 78. 

Where the pleadings show that a court of last resort of another 
state has decided a partnership to exist, and the jury has so 
found, that fact will be assumed on appeal. Murray v. Her- 
rick, (Pa.) 32 Atl, Rep. 1125. 
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Where the evidence is conflicting. a denial of a new trial will 
not be disturbed. Steinhart v. Coleman, (Cal.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 1098; Carbon v. City of Ottawa, (lowa) 64N. W. Rep. 413. 

Where the record shows a strict compliance with the statute as 
to appeals from a justice, the fact that the copy of his 
docket fails to show notice of appeal and filing of bond does 
not deprive the court of jariedistion. Warder, Bushnell § 

lesener Co, v. Raymond, (8. D.) 64 N. W. Rep. 525. 

Where the testimony, without contradiction, sustains the de- 
fense alleged, a finding of a referee contrary thereto will be 
Frag Clyde Steamship Co. v. Burrows, (Fla.) 18 So. 

ep. 349. 

Where there is no exception to the want of a finding, a finding 
will be presumed. Rennow v. Delmue, (Nev.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 1074. 

Where there was evidence to sustain the verdict, it will not be 
distarbed. Howell v. Cloman, (N. C.) 23 8. E. Rep. 95. 

BANKS AND BANKING. 

Cashier, having the entire management of the bank, with power 
to discount paper, may guarauty payment of the paper 
a First Nat. Bank v. Stone, (Mich.) 64 N. W. 

ep. 487. 

Deposit in an insolvent bank cannot be recovered against the 
receiver thereof, where no trust fand was created, and the 
deposit cannot be identified. Blake v. State Sav. Bank, 
(Wash.) 41 Pac. Rep. 909. 

Directors of a National oak, receiving deposits after its sus- 
pension, and turning the same over to the receiver are per- 
sonally liable. Miller v, Howard, (Tenn.) 32 8. W. Rep. 305. 

On suit for failure to pay a draft issued by defendants as a bank, 
there must be proof ofthe dishonor. McLennanv. Anspaugh, 
(Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1063. 

Proceeds of a loan on cslinteeale unlawfally used, deposited 
with a bank, an rightfully applied on an indebtedness of a 
depositor, as against the owner of the collaterals. Hatch v. 
Fourth Nat. Bank, (N. Y.) 41 N. E. Rep. 403. 

Promoters of an unincorporated bank are liable as partners for 
its debts. McLennan v. Anspaugh, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 1063. 

Payment made by stockholders to a suspefded bank in order to 
enable it to resume is not a payment in the ordinary course 
of business, and does not create a debt from the bank to the 
stockholders. Brodrick v. Brown, (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 497. 

Safficiency of evidence to show that the paper under which 
plaintiff claims against the receiver of an insolvent bank 
was rediscounted paper. First Nat. Bank v. Stone, (Mich.) 
64 N. W. Rep. 487. 

To recover money deposited with an insolvent bank, the petition 
may be filed in the action wherein a receiver for the bank 
has been appointed. Blake v. State Sav. Bank, (Wash.) 41 
Pac. Rep. 909. 

CARRIERS. 

Carrier is bound, at his peril, to deliver goods consigned to the 
rightful owner, though another person is named as con- 
signee in the bill of lading. Clereland, C., C. § St. L. Ry. 
Co. v. Moline Plow Co., (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 480. 

Liability of a carrier for the loss of goods carried, in the absence 
of a special contract. Clyde Steamship Ce. v. Burrows, (F la.) 
18 So. Rep. 349. 

‘‘Perils of the sea” is not synonymous with ‘‘act of God” or 
the ‘‘public enemy.” Id. 

Railroad company is liable for the illegal arrest of a passenger 
on the request of the conductor. Atchison, T. § 8S. F. R. Co. 
v. ITenry, (Kan. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep. 952. 

Rightfal owner of goods may seize them wherever found, if he 
can do so without a breach of the peace. Cleveland, C., C. 
& St. L. Ry. Co. v. Moline Plow Co., (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. 
Rep. 480. 

Where a bill of lading is silent as to the time of delivery, it is 
competent, for the purpose of affecting the measure of 
damages, to show by parol that notice was brought home to 
the carrier that unusual loss would result from delay in 
making the delivery. Central Trust Co. of New York v. Sa- 
vannah § W. R. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 683. 

Where a passenger is beaten by an employe, the railroad com- 
pany is liable for the injuries suffered. Atchison, T. § S. F. 
R. Co. v. Henry, (Kan. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep. 952. 

CONTRACTS. 

Action alleging a special contract and performance, plaintiff 
cannot recover on a quantum meruit for part performance. 
Mayer v. Ver Bryck, (Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 691. 

Action by a vendor for a breach by a vendee in the third year 
of a contract of a purchase of an annual crop of ice for five 
years, evidence of the harvesting and quali.y of the ice for 
those years is admissible. Tahoe Ice Co. v. Union Ice Co., 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1020. 

Action for price of bonds, a motion to direct a verdict for de- 
fendant on the ground that plaintiff did not deliver or ten- 
der or excuse non-delivery of some of the bonds, does not 
raise objection that he was unable to perform by deliverin 
the bonds at a time when tender was offered by him, an 
was waived by defendant. Stokes v. Mackay, (N. Y.) 41 N. 








E. Rep. 496. 





Agreement by master plumbers, withdrawing their patrona 
from certain dealers, is not unlawful. Macauley v. Tierney, 
(R. I.) 33 Atl. Rep. 1. 

Architect is not disqualified as a referee in a building contract 
because he had been a witness in an action between the 
parties, Barclay v. Deckerhoof, (Pa.) 33 Atl. Rep. 71. 

Change in the banks of a river due to a flood is not such an act 
of God as to release a party from a contract to drive and 
boom logs on the river though the particular boom ref 
to in the contract is made useless by the flood. Missi 
River Logging Co. v. Robson, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 773. 

Character of estimate of engineer under a construction contract 
determined. Gonder v. Berlin Branch R. Co., (Pa.) 33 
Atl. Rep. 61. 

Construing a contract, every part thereof will be given effect if 
possible. First Nat. Bank v. Savannah, F. & W. Ry. Co. 
(Fla.) 18 So. Rep. 345. 

Contract between bidders fer a public work to bid apparently 
in competition, but really in concert, exact a high price, 
and divide the profits, is illegal. McMullan v. Hoffman, (C. 
C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 509. 

Contract to drive all the logs furnished by one party on a cer- 
tain river, which is also recited to be intended to settle 
prior differences between the parties, does not lack mutual- 
ity for the want of an agreement to farnish logs, since the 
settlement is a consideration, and the contract is in part 
executed. Mississippi Rirer Logging Co. v. Robson, (C.C. A.) 
69 Fed. Rep. 773. 

Contract whereby one erects a soda fountain in another’s store 
for a portion of the gross receipts is not rescinded by the in- 
solvency of the store keeper. Bolles v. Crescent Drug § 
Chemical Co., (N. J. Ch.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1061. 

Conveyance of land to a third person by one who had agreed to 
convey to another at a future date is not a breach of such 
contract before the time of performance arrives. Garberino 
v. Roberts, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 857. 

Estimates of an engineer are not binding, where, at the instance 
of the contractor, they were increased by him above the 
amounts justly due. Gonder v. Berlin Branch R. Co., (Pa.) 
33 Atl. Rep. 61. 

Executory contract made as part of a scheme to defraud third 
persons may be impeached by party thereto on that ground. 
Cronic v. Smith, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 915. 

Express repudiation of a contract by one party is complete 
breach, and dispenses with necessity of tender of perform- 
ance by the other party, as condition precedent to the main- 
tenance of an action by him for breach. Stokes v. Mackay, 
(N. Y.) 41 N. E. Rep. 496. 

Extension of the time of payment of a past-due note is a suffi- 
cient consideration to 4 Ox a promise to pay it. Peterson 
v. Russell, (Minn.) 64 N. W. Rep. 555. 

Frandulent representations, inducing defendant to enter into a 
written contract, are a defense to an action thereon. Wood 
v. Cincinnati Safe § Lock Co., (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 909. 

Interpretation of contract is question for jury where considera- 
tion of extrinsic evidence is necessary. Hiit v. Americus, 
Preston §& Lumpkin Warehouse § Compress Co., (Ga.) 228. E. 
Rep. 926. 

On ols by a partner of his interest, and an agreement by the 
purchaser to pay a certain portion of the selling partner’s 
indebtedness to the firm, such selling partner is liable for 
any other amount due by him to such firm. Mueller v. Sut. 
ter, (lowa.) 64 N. W. Rep. 665. 

Option of a contract for the sale of oil without consideration 
paid may be withdrawn at avy time before acceptance, 
Bosshardt § Wilson Co. v. Crescent Vil Co., (Pa.) 32 Atl. Rep. 
1120. 

Promise by a debtor, after being discharged in insolvency, to 
pay a debt contracted prior thereto, is binding. Chaffee v. 
Browne, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1028. 

Provision in a building contract, referring to the architect all 
disputes, construed. Barclay v. Deckerhoof, (Pa.) 33 Atl. 
Rep. 71. 

Stipulation in an advertisement for bids, that they shall not be 
withdrawn for 60 days, fixes that as a reasonable time, and 
the bids cannot be accepted later. -Haldanev. United States, 
(C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 819. 

Subscription to a church fund is a written contract, where the 
name of the subscriber is placed on the paper by those act- 
ing for the church, with the consent of the subscriber. First 
M. E. Church in Ft. Madison v. Donnell, (Iowa) 64 N. W. 
Rep. 412. 

Uader ~ express promise to furnish material and perform labor, 
there can be no recovery if there is a substantial nonper- 
formance and a refusal to accept. Modell Tp., of Norton 

County v. King Iron Bridge Co., (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 
1059. 

When one who has been appointed to a clerical position is per- 
mitted to fill the position by deputy, the deputy has no 
claim upon the employer for the salary of the position. 
Walters v. Western §& A. R. Co., (C.C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 679. 

Where a contract imposes a liability conditional upon notice to 
a party, personal notice is intended, and mere mailing is in- 
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Where a contract provides that the president of the company 
for which the work was done may revise the engineer’s es- 
timates, and he fails to do so, his approval of an estimate 
did not affect its character as to final award. Gonder v. 
Berlin Branch R. Co., (Pa.) 33 Atl. Rep. 61. 

Where an option of a contract for the sale of oil provided that 
an acceptance should be in writing, nothing less than a 
written acceptance was sufficient. Bosshardt §- Wilson Co. 
v. Crescent Oil Co., (Pa.) 52 Atl. Rep. 1120. 

Where hay was sold at 420 cubic feet to the ton, evidence that 
it weighed less than a ton is inadmissible. Smith v. Brown, 
(Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 714. 

‘Where the ass gnor of a contract has failed to perform, and a 
new contract is made between the other parties thereto and 
the assignee, whereby each agrees to perform for the benefit 
of the other, there is sufficient consideration for such new 
contract. Hughson v. Hardy, (Minn.) 64 N. W. Rep. 389. 


CORPORATIONS. 


Action against corporate officers for misapplication of corporate 
funds may be bronght by a steckholder in his own name, 
where the corporation is controlled by such officers. Sage 
tr. Culver, (N. Y ) 41 N. E. Rep. 513. 

Action by av assignee to recover on a subscription it is not ne- 
cessary to allege that all the capital stock has been sub- 
scribed. Mackay v. Elwood, (Wash.) 41 Pac. Rep. 919. 
Action on a subscription it is no defense, under a general 

denial, that the capital stock was not all subscribed. Id. 

Agent of an absent subscriber cannot consent to the formation 
of a corporation other than that agreed on. Maryvil/e El- 
ectric Light & Power Co. v. Johnson, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1016. 

Associations of persons cannot have even a de facto corporate 
existence under a general law, without a bona fide attempt 
tocomply with such law. McLennan v. Hopkins, (Kav.App.) 
41 Pas. Rep 1061. 

Contract by a manufacturing company to buy oil is, outside of 
its charter powers, and cannot be enforced. Bosshardt § 
Wilson Co. v. Crescent Oil Co., (Pa.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1120. 

Contra t by which a director obtains from a corporation its pro- 
perty is voidable only at the instance of the corporation or 
its stockholders. Fudickar r. East Riverside Irr. Dist., (Cal.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 1024. 

Contract with an individual to engage in a certain venture 
within the powers of the corporation. Bates v. Coronado 
Beach Co., (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 855. 

Ccnveyance of corporate property by its president to a partner- 
ship of which such president is a member, reciting that it 
was authorized by the board of directors, is not void on its 
face. Fudickar v. East Riverside Irr. Dist., (Cal.) 41 Pac Rep. 
1024. 

Corporations cannot maintain an action on a subscription for a 
corporation to be formed for a different purpose. Marysrille 
Electric Light § Power Co. v. Johnson, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 300. 

Insolvent corporation may, in good faith, dispose of its property 
£0 as to pay one creditor in preference to others. Meyer r. 
American Folding Chair Co., (Mo.) 32S W. Rep. 300. 

Liability of a corporation for partnership debts a3 successor in 
bnsiness of a partnership. Reed Bros. v. First Nat. Bank, 
(Neb.) 164 N. W. Rep. 701. 

Liability of the promoters of a banking corporation, as partners, 
to one dea'ing with them b-fore legal organization. Me- 
Lennan v. Hopkins, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1061. 

No defense to an action on a subscription that no cal: had been 
made prior to the assignment by thecorporation. Mackay r. 
Elwood, (Wash.) 41 Pac. Rep. 919. 

One claimi: g under a quitclaim deed without a seal executed by 
a@ corporation need not show that it was executed under 
order of the directors, unless actual fraud is shown. Fudickar 
v. East Rirerside Irr. Dist., (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1024. 

President who, by fraud, obtains payment of invalid claim 
against corporation. is liable for amount so obtained. Mc- 
Clure v. Lery, (N. Y.) 41 N. E. Rep. 492. 

Where Jand was purchased for a corporation by its officers with- 
out authority, and a mortgage executed for the purchase 
price, the corporation, by taking possession of the Jand, and 
exercising ownership over it, subject to the mortgage, after 
learning of the traveaction, ratified the purchase and mort- 

age. Blood v. La Serena Land § Water Co., (Cal.) 41 Pac. 
ep. 1017. 


DEEDS. 


A description in a deed, which may be made certain by evidence 
’ of the facts referred to therein, is not void for uncertainty. 
Fudickar v. East Rirerside Irr. Dist., (Cal.)41 Pac Rep. 1024. 
The expression ‘‘more or less” in a deed will not control, where 
it was accepted on express representations as to the number 
of acres. Moore v. Harmon, (Ind Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 599. 
Where a deed is delivered to a third person, to be delivered to 
the grantee on the grantor’s death, such a delivery relates 
back to the date of execution. Gish v. Brown, (Pa.) 33 Atl. 
Rep. 60. 


Haldane v. United States, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 





EMINENT DOMAIN. 


In an action for damages for taking land for railroad oe 
damages to a parcel of land separated by a street from that 
actually taken cannot be considered. Wellington v. Boston 
§ M R. R., (Mass.) 41 N. E. Rep. 652. 

Injury to land arising from proximity of a sewer, which would 
not have resulted but for taking of land, may be considered 
in determining the owner’s damages for the taking, though 
similar injary would not be paid for if no land had been 
taken. Lincoln v. Commonwealth, (Mass.) 41 N. E. Rep. 489. 

On condemnation, the title vests only on payment into court or 
to the parties. Jones v. Miller, (Va.) 238. E. Rep 35. 

On extension of a street across a right of way, only nominal 
compensation is recoverable by the railroad company. 
mag A N. W. R. Co. v. Town of Cicero, (Ill.) 41 N. E. 

ep. 640. 

Safficiency of description of the premises in a petition for con- 
demnation of a railroad right of way. Cincinnati, 8. & M. 
a Co. v. Bay City § B.C. R. Co., (Mich.) 64.N. W. Rep. 
Sufficiency of petition in condemnation proceedings to show 

that petitioner made a bona fide effort to obtain the 
property by purchase. Id. 

The fact that injury complained of by a landowner for the 
taking of land for a sewer would be a nuisance but for a 
statute authorizing the construction of the sewer does not 
preclude the owner from proceeding under the statute to 
obtain his damages. Lincoln v. Commonwealth, (Mass,) 41 
N. E. Rep. 489 . 

Where plaintiff conveyed land pending suit to enjoin the opera- 
tion of an elevated road, and the vendee was not a party, 
the injunction was properly refused. Pegram v. New York 
El. R. Co., (N. Y.) 41 N. E. Rep. 424. . 

Where judgments are docketed against a landowner, and after- 
wards a right of way is condemned, but the money is not 
paid into court, and the right of way is abandoned, and the 
property sold under the judgment, and the enterprise is re- 
vived, the damages, with the interest, are payable to the 
purchaser at the judgment sale. Jones v. Miller, (Va.) 23 
8. E. Rep. 35. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. 


Evidence that personal property was assessed to the ne 
vendor, and not to the alleged vendee, for many years after 
the sale, is inadmissible to show fraud in the sale. Eherke rv. 
Hecht, (Iowa) 64 N. W. Rep. 652. 

The fact that a mortgage was based on a valid consideration 
will not avail the mortgagee, who accepted the same with 
intent to defrand other creditors. Bussard v. Bullitt, (lowa) 
64 N. W. Rep. 658. 

Where, in replevin against a sheriff by a purchaser before levy, 
defendant alleges fraud in the sale, and the original owner 
is witness for plaintiff, it is proper to allow a full examina- 
tion as to the transaction, as bearing on its bona fides. Klots 

-  . James, (lowa) 64 N. W. Rep. 648. 


EQUITY. ; 


Action of a master in chancery in reopening a case before him to 
take farther evidence will not be reviewed if his discretion 
has not abused. Central Trust Co. of New York v. Richmond 
§ D. R. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 761. 

Answers to special interrogatories by a jury in a court of equity, 
in conflict with undisputed evidence, should be disregarded. 
Upton v. Hugos, (8S. D.) 64 N. W. Rep. 523. 

Bill which is in substance one to revive and carry into effect a 
former decree, and which contains proper allegations for 
that purpose, can be entertained by a court of equity, 
whether properly or not styled ‘a bill of revivor and sup- 
plement. Shainwald r, Lewis, (D. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 487. 

Complainant who seeks discovery, and also to establish a trust, 
has not an adequate remedy at law. Shainwald v. Davids, 
(D. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 687. 

Contract will not be reformed where nothing was omitted 
through fraud or mistake. Brega v. Pryne, (Iowa) 64 N. W. 
Rep. 669 


Court, in the absence of fraud or any relation of trust or con- 
tract, cannot compel a conveyance of land in a foreign state, 
where the deed under which complainants claimed was not 
recorded. Pillow v. Southwest Virginia, Imp. Co., (Va.) 23 
8. E. Rep. 32. 

Equity has jurisdiction on the ground of a multiplicity of suite, 
to enjoin a state board of appraisers from certifying to 
numerous county auditors an alleged illegal assessment of 
the property of a telegraph or express company. Sandford v. 
Poe, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 546; Fargo v. Same, Id.; Platt v. 
Same, Id. 

Higher degree of mental capacity is required on the exchange of 
lands than to attend to ordinary business or to make a will. 
Turner v. Houpt (N. J. Ch.) 33 Atl. Rep. 28. 

In Colorado the rule that, where the answer is responsive to the 
bill, plaintiff must overcome it by the evidence of two wit- 
nesses, does not apply. Shapleigh v. Hull, (Colo, Sup.) 41 
Pac. Ry. 1108. 
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Objection of Laches should be made by answer, rather than by 
demurrrer. Sage v. Culver, (N. Y.) 41 N. E. Rep. 513. 

On enforcement by an assignee of a debt secured by a lien, the 
assignor should be made a party defendant. Ross-Mechan 
Brake-Shoe Foundry Co. v. Pascagoula Ice Co., (Miss.) 18 So. 
Rep. 364. 

One insured in a mutual company cannot, after delaying an un- 
reasonable time, during which many persons have taken out 
policies have his policy set aside for fraud. Susquehanna 
Mut. Fire Ins. Co. v. Oberholizer, (Pa.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1105. 

Order nunc pro tune will not cure an error of taking testimony 
before a master without an order. Hawley v. Simmons, (IIl.) 
41 N. E. Rep. 616. 

Question of the propriety of issuing a writ of ne exeat cannot be 
raised by demurrer. Shainwald v. Lewis, (D. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 
487. 

Question whether defendant may set up a certain defense by 
means of a plea’ may be determined by the court upon a mo- 
tion to strike the plea from the files, where this question has 
been discussed on ite merits in the bricfs, although it is 
claimed that the proper practice would have been to set the 
pleas down for argument. Union Switch § Signal Co. v. Phila- 
delphia § R. R. Co. (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 833. 

Report of a special master in respect to a question of contribu- 
tory negligence, depending upon inflicting evidence, where 
he was directed to report his conclusions upon the questions 
both of law and fact, will not be disturbed unless manifestly 
erroneous. Clyde v. Richmond § D. R. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. 
Rep. 673. 

Right nf plaintiff to dismiss without prejudice is lost after a 
stipalation has been entered iato by which the parties agree 
to refer the caase to a master to hear the evidence and re- 

ort the facts, together with bis rulings on the questions of 
aw, and the court has entered a decree of reference in ac- 
cordance herewith. American Bell Tel. Co. v. Western Union 
Tel. Co. (C. C. A.) 67 Fed. Rep. 666. 

When a decree has been redered by a court of equity, regarding 
the payment of a sam of money, a subsequent bill may en- 
tertained to enforce such decree, though the complaiuant 
has a remedy at law. Shainwald v. Lewis, (D. C.) 69 Fed. 
Rep. 487. 

When, within the period of limitation after the rendition of 
a decree, a bill is filed to revive and continue it, and, 
within the same period from the decree on such bill, a 
second bill for the same purpose is filed, it is not sub- 
ject to the objection either of laches or the statute of 
limitations. Id. 

Where a bill changes assets in the hands of the administrator, 
and the answer admits it, the estate will be administered 
in equity. Koontz v. Koontz, (Md.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1054. 

Where « court of equity has ubtained jurisdiction of an action 
to quiet title, it also ey omy oy to ascertain the bound- 
ary of the land in suit. Salem. Imp. Co. v. McCourt, (Or.) 41 
Pac. Rep. 1105. 

Where a decree has been made reviving a former decree, a 
second bill for the same purpose properly seeks to revive 
the first decree of revivor, and so, ipso facto, the original 
decree. Shainwald v. Lewis, (D. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 487. 

Where a mor! gage was canceled by mistake, equity will restore 
the same, where the rights of innocent parties are not 
prejudiced thereby. Upton v. Hugos, (S. D.) 64S. W. Rep. 
523 


Where plaintiff claims the right to build over defendant’s lot, 
which defendant denies, the remedy is not in equity, but 
atlaw. Saunders v. Racquet Club, (Pa.) 33 Atl. Rep. 79. 


HOMESTEAD. 


A homestead is exempt from the claims of the State for the 
maintenance of the wife in an insane asylum. Central Ken- 
tucky Lunatic Asylum v. Craren, (Ky.) 32S. W. Rep. 291. 
Failure to allege, ina claim of homestead, that premises 

were so occupied, was cured by an answer denying 
ocoupancy. Id, 

One taking an assignment of a mortgage on land whicli he 
knows is in part claimed as a homestead acquires no inter- 
esttherein. Cervenka v. Dyches, (Vex. Civ. App.) 328. W. 
Rep. 316. 


INSTRUCTIONS. 


Court must give such requested instructions as correctly ex- 
pound the law on the evidence. Bertha Zine Co. v. Martin’s 
Adm’r, (Va.) 22 8. E. Rep. 869. 

Cumulative instraction is pores refased. Best Brewing Co. 
of Chicago v. Dunlevy, (Ill.) 41 N. E. Rep. 611. 

Failare to make a finding is not reversible error, in the absence 
of a showing of evidence to justify it. Castle v. Hickman, 
(Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1036. _ . 

Giving a fatally erroneous instruction can be cured only b 
bmg g | it from the jury. Wenning v. Teeple, (Ind. 
Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 600. 

In the absence of a special request, a refusal to give an appro- 
priate instruction is not ground for new trial. Fortson v. 

Mikell, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 913. 








Inconsistent instructions are and for reversal. Wenning v. 
Teeple, (Ind, Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 600. 

Instructions covered by those already given are properly re- 
fosed. Evansville § R. Ry. Co. v. Malott, (Ind. App.) 41 N. 
E. Rep. 549. ; 

Instruction excluding from the consideration of the jury certain 
competent evidence is erroneous. ker v. Hagan, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 32 8. W. Rep. 336. 

Party cannot, in his prayer for instructions, read from docu- 
ments not offered in evidence. Benson v. City of Wilmington, 
(Del. Super.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1047. 

Refasal to give an oral request to charge is not cause for a new 
trial. Austell v. James, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 953. 

Where the jury was instructed that, if the possession of proper- 
ty alleged to have been fraudulently sold was not exclasive, 
the transaction was void as to creditors, and that their ver- 
dict should be for defendant, a verdict for plaintiff is in 
effect a finding that the possession of defendant under his 
bill of sale was exclusive. Oliver v. Reading Iron Co., (Pa.) 
32 Atl. Rep. 1088. 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


Action on a note and collateral mortgage, plaintiff is entitled to 
judgment on the note, though the mortgage is invalid. 
Moors v. Sanford, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1064. 

Action on a note by the indorsee, the oral request of the payee 
that plaintiff gave the maker further time for payment may 
be pleaded as a defense. Guarantee Loan § Trust Co. v. 
Galliher, (Wash.) 41 Pac. Rep. 887. 

Attorney to whom a note is assigned for collection can sue 
thereon. Riddell v. Prichard, (Wash.) 41 Pac. Rep. 905. 
First indorsee of a note, obtaining possession of it from the sec- 
ond indorsee, may sue thereon in hisown name. Henderson 

v. Davisson, (Ill.) 41 N. E. Rep. 560. 

Maker of an accommodation note, which is to go into the hands 
of a stranger, is liable thereon, although it is not used in 
the exact manner stipulated by him at the time of making 


it. Linn County Nat. Bank v. Crawford, (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 
532. 
No defense against the assignee of a note that the land for 


which the note was given was bought by defendant for one 
who had promised to pay the note. Dyev. Grover, (Ky.) 
32 S. W. Rep. 294. 

Not essential that the notice of dishonor of a note should state 
in terms that the holder looks to the indorser for payment. 
Nelson v. First Na}. Bank, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 798. 

Notary who is an officer of a bank may protest its paper. Nelson 
v. First Nat. Bank, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 798. 

Note payable to order contains a stipulation for attorney’s fees 
does not destroy its negotiability. Stapleton v. Louisville 
Banking Co., (Ga.) 23S. E. Rep. 81; Mumford v. Tolman, (111.) 
41 N. E. Rep. 617. 

On an issue as to the time of an execution of a note, the note in 
payment of which the first was made, and which was 
stamped “‘paid” on a certain date, was admissible. Hannish 
v. Kennedy, (Mich.) 64 N. W. Rep. 459. 

Payment of interest in advance on a matured note is considera- 
tion for an extension to the time which the interest is paid 
in advance. Armendt v. Perkins, (Ky.) 32 8. W. Rep. 270. 

Sufficiency of an affidavit of defense in an action on a note by 
the maker against an accommodation indorser. v, 
Fitzpatrick, (Pa.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1093. 

Transferee of a note with notice of want of consideration cannot 
enforce it. Skinner v. Raynor, (Iowa) 64 N. W. Rep. €01. 

Where plaintiff signed an accommodation note for defendants, 
the makers, he cannot, on payment, recover on the theory 
of contribution between sureties. Hanish v. Kennedy, (Mich.) 
64 N. W. Rep. 459. 


NEW TRIAL. 


By moving an arrest of judgment, a right to new trial is waived. 
School City of Noblesville v. Keinzmann, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. 
Rep. 464. 

Court may grant a new trial becanse of an instrnction that is 
contrary to law. Bateman v. Western Union Tel. Co., (Ga.) 
23 8. E. Rep. 920. 

Error to overrule a motion on the ground that the court wished 
the supreme court to pass on the evidence. East Tennessee, 
V. & G. Ry. Co. v. Lee, (Tenn.) 23 8. E. Rep. 249. 

First grant of a new trial is within the discretion of the court. 
Dillard v. Rickerson, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 990. 

Granting a first new trial is within the discretion of the court. 
Burt v. Broom, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 911. 

In the absence of errors commit on the trial, it is not an 
abuse of discretion to deny a new trial, where there is evi- 
— to —— the verdict. Barnhart v. Hall, (Ga.) 22 8. 
E. Rep. 978. 

Motion for a new trial cannot be considered, where there is not 
a full report of the evidence. Stevens v. Gordon, (Me.) 33 
Atl. Rep. 27. 

Newly discovered evidence that is merely cumulative is not 
ground for a new trial. Wells v. Snow, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 
858; Names v. Dwelling House Ins. Co. of Boston, (Iowa) 

N. W. Rep. 628. 
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One who forgets to call a witness is not entitled to a new trial 
as for newly-discovered evidence. Pfaffenback v. Lake Shore 
& M. 8. Ry. Co., (Ind. Sup.) 41 N. E. se 530. 

Ordering a party to submit to a medical examination, and 
give evidence prior to trial, are not ‘errors of law oc- 
curring at the trial,” presentable on motion for a new 
trial. Id. 

Under extraordinary circumstances, it is within the discretion 
of the court to grant a motion for a new trial out of term. 
Hays v. Westbrook, (Ga.) 22 8. E. Rep. 893. 

Where a juror took measurements at the place of the alleged in- 
jured, it is no ground for new trial, where he testifies that 
he did not consider such measurements. Carbon v. City of 
Ottumwa, (Iowa) 64 N. W. Rep. 413. 

Where a new trial is granted on conditions which are not com- 
plied with, the court cannot make an order granting the 
motion. Brown v. Cline, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 862. 

Where plaintiff, in an action for malicious prosecution, alleged 
that he was unable to perform a contract of employment be- 
cause of the prosecution, a petition for a new trial, allegin 
as newly-discovered evidence, that plaintiff had been colt 
his salary under sueh contract, is sufficient. Oldfather v. 
Zent, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 555. 

Where the special answers disclose that a large part of the ver- 
dict was rendered under the influence of prejudice, a new 
trial will be granted. Atchison, T. § S. F. R. Co. v. Dickey, 
(Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1070. 


RAILROADS. 


Absence of a statute requiring railroad tracks to be fenced, it is 
not error to exclude evidence that a track was unfenced. 
Reynolds v. Great Northern Ry. Co., (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 


808. 

Action for the destruction of hay by fire from defendant’s en- 
gines, evidence that other fires were started by such engines 
about the same time is admissible. Louisville N. A. & C. Ry. 
Co. v. Lange, (Ind. App.) 41 N. E. Rep. 609. 

Contributory negligence to drive along a road 12 feet from a 
railroad track on an open prairie, at a time when a train is 
approaching which is likely to frighten the horse, without 
looking or listening. Reynolds v. Great Northern Ry. Co., 
(C. C, A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 808. 

Dog is within the statute requiring the sounding of the whistle 
when an animal is seen on the track. Fink v. Evans, (Tenn.) 
32 S. W. Rep. 307. 

Extent of a railroad company’s duties toward persons upon its 
track at places other than public crossings is not wantonly 
and unnecessarily injare them after their presence is dis- 
covered. St. Louis § S. F. Ry. Co. v. Bennett, (C. C. A.) 69 
Fed. Rep. 525. 

Injuries which could not have been foreseen or reasonably 
anticipated as the result of an act of negligence, or 
which are not the natural consequences thereof, are not 
avtionable. Id. 

Measure of damages for burning a barn is the value of the barn 
at the time it was burne:!. Aichison, T. § 8. F. R. Co. v. 
Huitt, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1051. 

Object of a red flag at a crossing was one offact. Clark v. Bos- 
ton § M. R. R., (Mass.) 41 N. E. Rep. 666. 

One crossing a railroad track may rely on the railroad’s per- 
formance of its statutory duty to keep it in good condition. 
Tankard v. Roanoke Railroad § Lumber Co., (N. C.) 328. E. 
Rep. 

One <r placing hiraself in a place where he knows he 
will inevitably be injured unless he speedily removes himself 
contributes to an injury there received. St. Louis § S. F. 
Ry. Co. v. Bennett, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 525. 

Person in adverse possession of land can sue a railway company 
for injuries by fire. Busby v. Florida Cent. g P. RB. Co., (8. 
C. ) 238. E. Rep. 50. 

Person struck by a moving car, without an engine and lookout 
ahead, can recover, if at all, under the rules of the common 
law. Southern Ry. Co. v. Pugh, (Tenn.) 328. W. Rep. 311. 

Person who attempts to cross a railroad, knowing that a train 
is about due, witheut looking or listening for an appreach- 
ing train, is guilty of contributory negligence that will bar 
an action for injuries received. Roach v. St. Joseph § I. R. 
Co., (Kan. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep. 964 

Proceeds of a railroad sold under foreclosure in equity are not 
equitable assets, in the sense that they must be adminis- 
t red pari passu among creditors, irrespective of legal prior- 
ities. Central Trust Co of New York v. East Tennessee, V. 
& G. Ry. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 658. 

Propriety of making insurance companies parties plaintiff in an 
action against a railroad company for damages resulting 
from fire. Atchison, T. §& S. F. R. Co. v. Huitt, (Kan. App.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 1051. 

Question of the priority of judgments recovered in one State, 
on causes of action arising therein, over the lien of a mort- 
gage made by a railroad corporation of another State, must 
be determined by the laws of the State where such judg- 
ments were obtained, in a foreclosure suit ancillary to a simi- 
lar suit in the other State. Central Trust Co. of New York 
v. East Tennessee, V. §& G. Ry. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 658. 





Railroad is not liable for dogs killed on the track, the whistle 
having been promptly sounded. Fink v. Evans, (Tenn.) 32 
8. W. Rep. 307. 

Railroad company must use due care at crossings, as well as 
give the signals required by statute. Clark v. Canadian 
Pac. Ry. Co. (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 543. 

Railroad foreclosure proceedings in the Fifth circuit, the court 
cannot give priority over the mortgage to a judgment for 
personal injuries, even if sustained less than six months be- 
fore the appointment of receivers, unless the order of ap- 
pointment contained some provision for the payment of prior 
claims. Central Trust Co. of New York v. East Tennessee, V. 
§ G. Ry. Co., (C. C ) 69 Fed. Rep. 658. 

Requiring railroad companies to give signals at crossings, does 
not require such signals to be given at private crossings, 
Reynolds v. Great Northern Ry. Co., (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 808. 
Statute requiring signals at railroad crossings imposes no 

duty towards persons who have not lately used, are not 
using, and are not about to use, the crossings. Id. 

Tennessee statute of 1877, declaring that no railroad company 
shall have power to create a mortgage which shall be prior 
to the lien of judgments for timber furnished, work and 
labor done, or damages caused to persons or property, is 
limited to judgments obtained on causes of action arising in 
that State. Central Trust Co. of New York v. East Tennessee 
V. & G. Ry. Co., (C. C.) 69 Fed. Rep. 658. 

Under the laws of Georgia, the lien of judgments recovered 
in that State on causes of action arising therein against 
a railroad company is subordinate to the lien of a 
mortgage filed in the State prior to the accrual of the 
causes of action. Id. 

Use, by strangers, of a railroad track for their own purposes, 
without the license, invitation, or knowledge of the com- 
pany, raises no implied license, which will impose upon it 
the duty of active vigilance to discover their presence. St.- 
Louis § 8S. F. Ry. Co. v Bennett, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 525. 

Where a viaduct over railroad tracks in a city of the second 
class is built by the railroad company, the city may bind 
itself to pay a share of the cost. City of Argentine v. Atchi- 
son, T. § 8. F. R. Co., (Kau. Sup.) 41 Pac. Rep. 946. 

Where complainant alleges that the land was used as a pasture, 
and that the grass destroyed by fire was of certain value, 
plaintiff can show its valne for hay as well as for pasture. 
Gulf, C § 8S. F. Ry. Co. v. Cannon, (Tex. Civ. App.) 328.W. 
Rep. 342. 

Where the complaint alleges that injury to plaintiff’s cattle was 
caused by defendant’s willful negligence, and the answer 
denies it, the giving of a peremptory instruction for de- 
fendant was erroneous. Faulkner v. Kean, (Ky.) 328. W. 
Rep. 265. 

Where the only evidence was that no signal was given at the 
railroad crossing, a verdict for plaintiff in an action for the 
death of her intestate will not be disturbed. Haverstick v, 
Pennsylrania R. Co., (Pa.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1128. 

Where there is evidence that a gateman invited plaintift to 
cross the track, an instruction that he was negligent in so 
doing was properly refused. Clark v. Boston § M. R. R., 
(Mass.) 41 N. E. Rep. 666. 

Whether plaintiff, injured at a railroad crossing, was guilty of 
contributory negligence, was for the jury. Davidson v. Lake 
Shore § M. 8. Ry. Co., (Pa.) 32 Atl. Rep. 86. 


TRIAL. 

Action for injuries because of negligence, where intelligent and 
fair-minded men could not reasonably differ in their con- 
clusions, directing a verdict is proper. Romeo v. Boston ¢ 
M. R. R., (Me.) 33 Atl. Rep. 24... 

Action to recover a payment indorsed on a certificate of deposit 
as having been paid to an unauthorized person, it is proper 
to allow the jury to consider the illiteracy of plaintiff and 
his wife. Devine v. Bank of Baldwin, (Wis.) 64 N. W. 
Rep. 589. 

Allowing evidence to be introduced after parties have an- 
nounced that they have finished is in the discretion of the 
court. Bertha Zinc Co. v. Martin’s Adm’r, (Va.) 22 8. E. 
Rep. 869. 

Answer by a witness responsive to a question put to him cannot 
be objected to by the questioner. Harless v. Harless, (Ind. 
Sup.) 41 N. E. Rep. 592. 

Counsel, in argument, claimed his client’s right to property was 
through an absolute gift, does not make it error to instruct 
as to a gift in expectation of death, the evidence tending to 
prove such a gift, and the pleadings warranting a recovery 
in case of gift, whatever its nature. Pryor v. Hughes, (Pa.) 
33 Atl. Rep. 98. 

Counsel should not be allowed, in their arguments to the jury, 
to indulge in extended discussion of questions not raised by 
the evidence for the purpose of exciting passion and prej- 
udice, or in gross misstatements of the evidence, or in clear- 
ly erroneous declarations of the law. St. Louis § 8. F. Ry. 
Co. v. Bennett, (C. C. A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 525. 

Expert evidence should not be allowed after both parties have 
finished their testimony. Bertha Zinc Co. v. Martin’s Adn’r, 
(Va.) 22 8, E. Rep. 869. 
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Improper arguments, duly objected to, and which tended to 
make the exemplary damages excessive, are ground for re- 
—— Bitterman v. Hearn, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 8. W. 

p. 341. 

Jury in a civil case are —_—w of the law. Fink v. £rans, 
(Tenn.) 32 8. W. we» 307. 

Motion to strike out evidence in part competent is properly re- 
fused. Roeller v. Hall, (Minn.) 64 N. W. Rep. 559. 

Objection to evidence as being incompetent is too general. 
Perkine v. Buaas, (Tex. Civ. App.) 32 S. W. Rep. 246, 

Production and reading of a written instrument without objec- 
tion is equivalent to offering it in evidence. Benson v. City 
of Wilmington, (Del. Super.) 32 Atl. Rep. 1047. 

Reading from a reported case in the hearing of the jury, and 
stating that the facts in that case are similar to those in the 
case on trial, and that the decision therein is adopted, is 
error. Frank v. Williams, (Fla.) 18 So. Rep. 351. 

Reversible error to allow the jury to consider papers not in evi- 
dence. ast Tennessee, V. f G. Ry. Co. v. Lee, (Tenn.) 32 
S. W. Rep. 249. 

There being evidence that escaping sparks from defendant’s 
steamer set fire to plaintiff’s property, the remark of the 
judge that there is nothing to show this is reversible error, 
though he also said that there is some evidence that the 
jury may consider. Burrows v. Delta Transp. Co., (Mich.) 
64 N. W. Rep. 501 

Where a large part of a mass of testimony is irrelevant, striking 
it all out is not error, though a portion thereof was admis- 
sible. Herndon v. Black, (Ga.) 2 8. E. Rep. 924. 

Where defendant admits the allegations of the complaint, and 
sets up an affirmative defense, he is entitled to the opening 
and closing before the jury. Names v. Dwelling-House Ins. 
Co. of Boston, (Iowa) 61 N. W. Rep. 628. 

Where the court strikes out evidence on request, failure to in- 
struct the jury to disregard it is not error. Martin v. Mc- 
Cray, (Pa.) 33 Atl. Rep. 108. 

Where the incompetency of a witness is known, objection to his 
testimony cannot be made after cross-examination. Pillow 
v. Southwest Virginia Imp. Co., (Va.\ 23 8. E. Rep. 32. 

Where the objections on which a motion to strike out all the 
evidence of a witness do not cover the entire evidence, the 
motion should be denied. Harless v. Harless, (Ind. Sup.) 
41 N. E. Rep. 592 

Where the validity of a sale was at issue, it is error to charac- 
terize it as a “pretended sale.” Powell v. Yeazel, (Neb.) 64 
N. W. Rep. 695. 

Where there are several issues of fact in a case, a party cannot 
be precluded from giving evidence, material upon any one 
of them, because the decision upon another may be such as 
to preclude him from relying upon the facts which snch 
evidence tends to prove. Hinkley v. City of Arkansas City, 
(C. C, A.) 69 Fed. Rep. 768. 

Where plaintiff introduces rules under which defendant operat- 
ed its trains, and defendant introduces later rules, plaintiff 
may withdraw those introduced by him. Clark v. Boston ¢ 
M. R. B., (Mass.) 41 N. E. Rep. 666. 

Written instrument offered in evidence at the request of an ad- 
versary cannot be objected to on appeal. Smith v. Brown, 
(Neb.) 64 N. W. Rep. 714. 

VERDICT. 

Finding that the allegations of a complaint are true, and those 
of the answer untrue, is sufficient. Healey v. Norton, (Cal.) 
41 Pac. Rep. 1080. 

Judgment and findings may be incorporated in the same instru- 
ment. Hopkins v. Warner, (Cal.) 41 Pac. Rep. 868. 

Judgment on a special verdict, as against the general verdict, 
will not be granted unless inconsistent with the latter. 
Kerr v. Keokuk Waterworks Co., (Iowa) 64 N. W. Rep. 596. 

On request by both parties for a direction of a verdict, the 
party whose request is denied may ask to have the case 
— to a jury. Shultes v. Sickles, (N. Y.) 41 N. E. 

ep. 574. 

Where defendant moves the court to direct a verdict, and, no 
evidence being offered, the court directs a verdict for plain- 
tiff, there was no error if there was evidence to support it. 
Yankton Fire Ina. Co. v. Fremont, E. & M. V. RB. Co., (8. D.) 
64 N. W. Rep. 514. 

Where special re are inconsistent with the general verdict, 
a new trial should be granted. Atchison, T. § 8. F. R. Co. 
v. Dickey, (Kan. App.) 41 Pac. Rep. 1070. 

Where the findings cover all the issues, an additional finding 
that all the allegations of the complaint are true, and the 
denials of the answer untrue, except as “herein otherwise 
found,” is surplusage. Hopkins v. Warner, (Cal.) 41 Pac. 
Rep. 868. 








PROMISSORY NOTE—ACTION BY INDORSEE—DEFENSE,. 


The Supreme Court of Washington say, in the case of Guar- 
antee Loan and Trust Co., 41 Pac. Rep. 887, the fact that de- 
fendant, after indorsing a matured note to plaintiff, requested 
plaintiff to give the maker further time for payment, was prop- 
erly pleaded in an action on the indorsement, though it did 
not appear that such request was in writing. 
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BANKS—PROMISE TO MAKE DEPOSIT SPECIAL 
—FAILURE TO DO SO—DEPOSIT NOTA 
TRUST FUND. 





Mayor v. The American Trust and Savings Bank, Trustee 
(Supreme Court of Illionis). 

The mere promise of a banker, on giving an ordinary cer- 
tificate of deposit, that he will place the money deposited in a 
separate package, which he makes no attempt to do, is insuf- 
ficient to change the ordinary relation of debtor and creditor as 
to the deposit. 

Appeal from the Appellate Court for the First District. 
Heard in that court on appeal from the County Court of Cook 
County; the Hon. Frank Scales, Judge, presiding. 

The firm of Herman Schaffner & Co. was engaged in the 
banking business in Chicago for a considerable period, and on 
June 3, 1893, made an assignment for the benefit of its cred- 
iters to the American Trust and Savings Bank. the appellee 
herein. At the time the assignment was made, Susan M. 
Bayor, the appellant, was the holder of a certain certificate 
of deposit issued to her by said banking firm, of which the 
following is a copy: 

Certificate of Deposit. 
“$2700.00. HERMAN SCHAFFNER & CO., 
“No. 6501. Chicago, June 1, 1893. 
“Susan Bayor has deporited in this bank twenty-seven 
hundred ($2700) dollars, pmyable to the order of herself, on 
the return of this certificate. 
“HiSRMAN SCHAFFNER & CO. 
“Countersigned—A. SCHWARTZ, Teller.” 

That certificate was the last one of eight certificates of de- 
posit precisely alike in form, and varying only in dates and 
amount, which had been issued by the firm +o appellant. 
The first certificate was for $3,350, and was issued and bore 
date on April 26, 1893. 

The circumstances under which the first certificate was 
issued were substantially as follows: W. B. Cunningham was 
a depositor and kept a general account with said banking 
firm. Being indebted to the appelHant for moneys received for 
her in the sale of some real estate, Cunningham drew his 
check on said firm in favor of the appellant for the sum of 
$3,400, and accompanied her and her husband to the bank. 
Arriving at the bank, Cunningham asked appellant if she 
wanted the muney or wanted to leave it in the bank. No sus- 
picion existed at that date of the insolvency of the banking 
firm. Appellant replied that she did not want the money, but 
would prefer to leave it there temporarily. Expressing a fur- 
ther wish not to open an account with the bank against which 
she could check, Cunningham referred her to the teller to ar- 
range matters in accordance with her wishes, and went away. 
It was thereupon arranged between her and the teller of the 
bank that she should receive $50 in cash and a certificate of 
deposit for the balance of the check, $3,350, payable to her 
order on demand, dated that day, April 26, 1898, and it was so 
done, and such certificate was delivered to her by the teller, 
with the remark, “If you want any of this money, come down 
and surrender this certificate and I will give you another.” 
Thrée days later, on April 29, the appellant surrendered that 
first certificate, drew $200 and took a new certificate of de- 
posit of $3,150. ‘The same conduct was repeated on May 2, 
when appellant drew $50; on May 11, when she drew $50; on 
May 17, when she drew $50; on May 19, when she drew $50; 
and on May 27, when she drew $50—the appellant in each case 
taking a new certificate of deposit for the reduced amount, the 
last one, issued May 27, being for the sum of $2,900. After 
the first transaction, resulting, as stated, in the giving to ap- 
pellant of the first certificate of deposit for $3,350, the appel- 
lant does not appear to have been personally present at the 
bank, but was represented there by her husband, whom she 
had authorized to draw the sums mentioned and take new cer- 
tificates payable to her order. On the first day of June, 1893, 
John M. Bayor, the husband of the appellant, again went to the 
bank and took with him the certificate for $2,900 that had 
been issued on May 27. He went there at the request of ap- 
pellant to get $200, and the certificate was duly indorsed by 
appellant, as had been the case with all the previously surren- 
dered certificates. 

The controverted question of fact presented by the record 
is as to what occurred between the husband of appellant and 
Schaffner on the lst of June, when the former was in the 
bank with the certificate of deposit for $2,900. Schaffner died 
shortly aftervard, and, in consequence, his testimony was 
never heard upon the question. Appellant introduced her hus- 
band and one W. C. Scott as witnesses, and they testified in 
regard to the conversation and occurrences that took place at 
that time. The substance of their testimony is that when 
Bayor went into the bank on June 1 for the purpose of surren- 
dering the $2,900 certificate and getting $200 in cash and a 
new certificate for $2,700 he observed a condition of things 
which made him suspicious of the soundness of the bank, and 
that he then partly concluded to withdraw all the money rep- 
resented by the certificate, but before fully deciding upon what 
he should do he had a conversation with Schaffner, in which it 
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was agreed between himself and Schaffner that he should draw 
out $200 and take a certificate of deposit for the remaining 
$2,700, and that the $2,700 so left should be put away in a 
separate package and kept until he should come again for it 
as he needed it. The evidence is conclusive that neither the 
$2,700, nor any part oi it, was ever separated from the other 
funds of the bank or put away in a separate package for ap- 
pellant or her husband, but remained just as it always had ex- 
isted—as a mere credit to appellant on the books of the bank- 
ing firm. 

The present appeal grows out of a petition that was filed 
in the County Court of Cook County, which asked that the as- 
signee of Herman Schaffner & Co. should be required to pay 
to appellant, out of the funds in its hands, as a preferred 
claim, the sum of $2,700. At the hearing the court found that 
the petitioner was neither legally nor equitably entiiled to the 
return of the money to her, and dismissed the petition for want 
of equity, and that judgment and decree were afterwards af- 
firmed in the Appellate Court for the First District. 

W. B. Cunningham and Samuel B. King, for appellant: 

The deposit being special, by agreement of the parties, is 
@ trust fund. A special deposit arises either by agreement or 
by the nature of the deposit. 1 Morse on Banking (3d ed.), 
sec. 183. 

A deposit is general unless the depositor makes it special, 
or deposits it expressly in some particular capacity. Brahm v. 
Adkins, 77 Ill. 263. 

This doctrine received further recognition in the case of 
Star Cutter Co. v. Smith, 37 Ill. App. 212, where money depos- 
ited to meet a check which was Never presented was held to 
be upon a trust by the receiver, appointed upon the insolvency 
of the bank. 

By agreement or order a special deposit may be changed 
into a general or specific deposit, »r a general into a specific 
or special. Morse on Banking (3d ed.), sec. 188; St. Louis v. 
Johnson, 5 Dill. 211; People v. Bank, 96 N. Y. 32; Bank v. Hen- 
ninger, 105 Pa. St. 496; Farley v. Turner, 26 L. J. 710. 

Moran, Kraus & Mayer, for appellee: 

In Pomeroy’s Equity Jurisprudeuce (sec. 1058) it is said: 
“If the trust property has been transferred to a bona fide pur- 
chaser without notice, or has lost its identity, the beneficial 
owner must, and under other circumstances may, resort to the 
personal liability of the wrongdoing trustee.” Schoo! Trustees 
v. Kirwin, 25 Ill. 62; Bank v. Goetz, 138 id. 127; Wetherell v. 
O’Brien, 140 id. 146; Accident Ass. v. Jacobs, 141 id. 261. 

If a collecting bank mingles the proceeds with its general 
funds, so that the proceeds of the collection cannot be traced, 
and then fails, the bailor, principal or cestui que trust is 
pe in the position of a simple creditor. Bank v. Armstrong, 

Fed. Rep. 684; Illinois Trust and Savings Bank v. Bank, 1 
id. 858; Bank v. Dowd, 38 id. 172. 


Baker, J.: We are satisfied that Schaffner did not agree to 
put the $2,700 away in a separate package, and that John M. 
Bayor made no request that he should do so. In our opinion 
the statements of the husband of the appellant and of the 
witness, Scott, are unworthy of belief, and that in no event 
could a decree of cour’ safely be based on them. Waiving all 
questions of contradictions and inconsistencies in the stories 
that they tell, the theory of fact upon which appellant’s con- 
tention is founded is, when considered in the light of the sur- 
rounding circumstances, wholly improbable and unreasonable. 
If Bayor had been suspicious of the soundness of the bank he 
would have drawn out the whole of the $2,900, instead of 
merely getting the $200 that his wife had sent him for, and 
taking a certificate of deposit, as always theretofore, for the 
residue. It is equally improbable that he made a request that 
the money still left in bank should be placed in a separate 
package for a few days. He was wholly ignorant and unin- 
formed in regard to banking business, had never done any 
business with a bank other than that connected with the 
transactions in question, and manifestly did mot know the dif- 
ference between a special deposit and a general deposit in a 
bank, or that the relation between the bank and the depositor 
would be different in the ome case from what it would be in 
the other; and occupying this standpoint, and Schaffner being 
almost or quite a stranger to him, it is incredible that he was 
suspicious of the soundness of the bank, and yet satisfied when 
he received a certificate exactly like those given on all prior 
occasions, and a vague and indefinite assent from Schaffner 
to his request to put the money in a package by itself. 

To our minds it is suggestive that the original petition filed 
by appellant on June 10, 1893, proceeded upon the theory that 
the bank was insolven: on June 1, 1893—the date of the last 
certificate of deposit; that Schaffner & Co. knew at that time 
that they were insolvent, and misrepresented to appellant that 
the money would be safe in their hands, and that, therefore 
the title to the money did not pass to the bank, but remained 
in the petitioner; and that on the 25th of June the petition was 
so amended as to charge that the fund “was, by the terms and 
conditions of said deposit, to be kept in a separate and distinct 
package, and was not to be mingled with the general funds of 
the bank.” And it 1s also significant that prior to the amend- 
ment the husband of appellant had read in a newspaper an in- 
terview with one of the attorneys for the assignee of the bank, 
in which such attorney had said that if appellant was a de- 
positor, and the $2,700 had been mingled with the general 
funds of the bank, then she had lost it. 

But even if we should assume that the husband of appel- 
lant requested Schaffner to put the $2,700 away in a separate 
package, and that the latter promised so to do, yet the evi- 
dence shows that such promise never was complied with, and 





that said money never was separated from the general funds 
of the bank, and that no steps whatever were ever taken to 
effect such separation, by either placing the money in a dis- 
tinct parcel, or by making any entry upon the books of the 
bank indicating a withdrawel from the general funds of the 
firm, or by giving a receipt containing even an intimation of 
a special deposit. On the contrary, an ordinary certificate of 
deposit was given for the money not drawn from the bank— 
just as had been done on all former occasions. 

It has frequently been announced as the law of this State 
that even in a case where a definite and actual trust fund, 
which possesses all the attributes of a separate and distinct 
identity, has been so mixed and mingled with other funds as 
to render identification impossible, the cestui que trust, in the 
event of the insolvency of the trustee, is remitted to the posi- 
tion and the rights of a general creditor; and where the rela- 
tion between the parties is primarily that of debtor and cred- 
itor, and there is a mere unperformed agreement on the part 
of the debtor to cieate a specific fund which shall possess a 
separate identity, and to hold the same in trust, it would be 
illogical and inconsistent with these adjudications to rold that 
such a creditor occupies a stronger position than one who is 
primarily the beneficiary of a distinct and identified trust fund. 
We regard the cases of Trustees of Schools v. Kirwin, 25 Ill. 
73; Otis v. Green, 96 id. 612; Union Nat, Bank of Chicago v. 
Goetz, 138 id. 127; Wetherell v. O’Brien, 140 id. 146, and Mutual 
Accident Ass. v. Jacobs ,141 id. 261, as conclusive against the 
contentions urged herein by appellant. 

We think that no different rule than that to be formulated 
from the cases above mentioned is held in Kirby v. Wilson, 98 
Ill. 240, which is cited by appellant and largely relied on. That 
case was first before the court in Wilson v. Kirby, 88 Ill. 566. 
A portion of the proceeds of certain cattle was in the hands of 
Alexander, the deceased, at the time of his death, and was 
paid over to Kirby, his executor. It was there said: “These 
proceeds stood in the place of the cattle sold, 1s their substi- 
tute or representativ2, and were the property of the Wilsons, 
as the cattle were, under the contract, and can be traced and 
identified as their particular property, and may be followed 
into the hands of the executor, and they have a preferable 
claim thereto over general creditors.” And it was upon the 
theory that there had been a sufficient identification of $12,- 
143.88 of the $20,500 found upon the person of Alexander at 
his death as a part of the proceeds of the Wilson cattle dis- 
posed of by Alexander that the judgment was affirmed in 
Kirby v. Wilson. 

We find no substantial error in the record. The judgment 
of the Appellate Court is affirmed. 








THE FORENSIC ASPECT OF HYPNOTISM. 


By H. Gerald Chapin, LL. B. 

The belief in the power of one being, either spirit or man, 
by the exercise of the subtle agency of will to contro] the mind 
of another as he does his own, has existed in different forms 
since the earliest periods of the world’s history, although it is 
but lately that this belief has taken the form of a definite 
theory. Dr. Le Plongeon has found among the ruins of the 
Maya cities of Yucatan, upon the walls of an ancient palace, 
two cngravings, one representing the hypnotist in the act of 
puttin,. the subject into the mesmeric sleep, and the other 
the recording of what the hypnotized — is saying. The 
belief in the possesasion by devils (that is, by what is now 
known as the power of suggestion, the evil spirit may govern 
the minds of certain human beings) 1s an instance. Touching 
for the king’s evil shows this belief, and the latest manifestation 
before the matter was reduced to a definite theory was proba- 
bly shown during the Salem witchcraft. The first alleged vic- 
tims, the children of the Minister Parris, claimed to have been 
compelled to perform certain acts wholly irrational in their 
character, by reason of the coercive influence of an Indian serv- 
ant. In Paris in 1778 Mesmer, following the path a short time 
before marked out by Glassner, propounded his theory of ani- 
mal magnetism, into the consideration of which it would be 
foreign to our purpose to enter. Suffice it to say that the be- 
lie* in the existence of a subtle indwelling fluid (magnetism) 
which might emanate from the one individual and pass to the 
other, or might be transferred tc inanimate objects, forms the 
tasis of the doctrine laid down by him. Some time later Braid 
by discarding the fluidic theory and giving a name to the new- 
found power, calling it neuro-hypnotism, at last placed the mat- 
ter upon a scientfic basis. Afterward, Liebeault at Nancy and 
Charcot at Paris founded the two schools that bear their name. 
A statement of the differences in their respective theories may 
not be improper at this juncture. Briefly, it is this: Under the 
former system all psychic phenomena are attributed to sug- 
gestion; in the latter, suggestion is denied and the phenomena 
are referred to physiological causes. The latter also denies 
that true hypnosis may be produced in persons other than 
those suffering from enfeebled nerve power, but their chief 
differences are with regard to the existence of the power of 
suggestion. Having thus endeavored to give a short sketch of 
the history of the hypnotic theory, I will examine the present 
subject as follows: First, hypnotic influence from the stand- 
point of Civil Law, then, with regard to its possible effect upon 
crime. Lastly, we will discuss the availability of testimony ob- 
tained through its means, and the propriety of statutory re- 
striction upon the exercise of this power. 

By “Civil Law,” as used in this connection, I mean not the 
Roman system of jurisprudence techiically so called, but only 
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that branch of law that does not treat of crimes and their 
punishment. That the question of hypnotism may come into 
notice in various ways in this connection is obvious. It arises 
chiefly, however, from the use that is sometimes claimed may 
be made of it for the purpose of wrongfully obtaining the prop- 
erty of the person under its influence. Thus A is hypnotized by 
B, and ordered, while in that condition, to execute a will or 
deed of gift in favor of B. Will he obey this suggestion? In 
order to solve tlis qucstion, let us consider the ccndition of the 
subject while under the influence of the dominant will. He has 
been previously told, we will sey, to look attentively at some 
object not in icself of an exciting nature, placed, say ten inches 
from the eyes and so far above the forehead as to cause a great 
strain to be placed upon them. He feels a weariness at the 
eyeball, a heaviness of the eyelids. He is told by the operator 
that he is sleepy, that he cannot resist that feeling, and finally 
commanded to sleep. He passively obeys. He is now in a con- 
dition nearly identical with that of natural sleep. The operator 
now tells him that he is a lion. He begins to roar. That he is 
Henry Clay or Daniel Webster. He delivers an oration. That 
he is to walk three paces forward and three backward or is to 
throw a chair across the stage and he does so. What compels 
him to thus obey? Simply that his will is dormant, whether 
entirely or partially will be considered later. At the suggestion 
or command of the hypnotic agent, the will of the operator 
has become his will. The will of the subject heving Leen pre- 
viously made dormant, there is no resistance. For, had there 
been any appreciable degree of resistance on the part of what 
we will call the servient mind, no order would have been 
obeyed by it. That there can be this resistance there is no 
doubt. The power of suggestion is not confined to strangers 
alone; it also resides in the subject himseif. In the latter case, 
it is known as auto or self-suggestion. Thus, it is a common 
experiment for persons who desire to awake in the morning at 
a@ fixed hour to suggest to themselves accordingly before retir- 
ing. Their mind, becoming dormant shortly afterwards, re- 
celves the suggestion, acts upon it, and they arise at the de- 
sired hour. Therefore, let us suppose, a suggestion is made 
by the hypnotizer that the subject convey all his property to 
him. Apart,.from mere laboratory experiments, concerning 
which I shall speak later, it is very doubtful whether the sub- 
ject would obey. The distinction between meum and tuum is 
implanted in us, and the desire that what is mow meum should 
not become tuum without some corresponding benefit to me is 
universal. There is, therefore, the moment such a proceeding is 
suggested, a strong auto-suggestion to ihe contrary, which, the 
moment it arises, destroys the quiescence of the mind upon 
which the carrying out of every suggestion depends, and the 
servient will, having thus been exerted in a contrary direction, 
prevents obedience to the foreign will. 

Another theory, having upon its face a gieater appearance 
of probability, is that property may be obtained by a false sug- 
gestion of facts, upon which the subject would naturally act if it 
is desired that he should do. Thus, he is told that a large 
amount of money is offered for his property. Now, of course, 
such a transaction would be vold at law when no consideration 
has been given, but independently of that, it may be doubted 
much whether, with the possible exception of a few whose will 
ig of so weak a character as to verge upon the abnormal, any 
subject would act upon such a suggestion. In nearly every case 
of hypnosis there is an underlying ccnsciousness of the unreality 
of the suggestion. The subject is given a piece of bread and 
told it is a peach. He eats it, manifesting great delight in so 
doing. Now, in numberless cases, the subject has admitted that 
he knew at the time of performing this action that the sugges- 
tion was false, but obeyed with the imagined object of pleasing 
the hypnotizer. Now, being thus aware of the real lack of any 
sufficient reason for the gift, the same auto-suggestion would 
arise and the same result follow as in the previous case. In- 
deed there is no doubt concerning the power of auto-suggestion 
to successfully resist the command of a stranger. Subjects with 
a@ strong abhorrence of the ridiculous will refuse to commit an 
undignified act, although it be suggested in the most forcible 
manner. There is a well-authenticated instance of a girl re- 
fusing to be awakened, because it had been suggested that 
upon awakening the power of speech would be denied her. I 
am well aware that by taking this ground I am running coun- 
ter to the theories of one of the best of our modern psycholo- 
gists, but let us look at the oft-quoted argument of Bentivegni 
as given in the words of this writer. It is as follws: “He thinks 
that a mere degree of hypnotic suggestability is enough to ex- 
clude responsibility in business, since in such a case the power 
to act with reflection and reason ia wanting. * * * He 
thinks that not only such acts as are carried out through hyp- 
notic suggestion are invalid, but that the mere existence of 
hypnotic suggestability is enough, under some circumstances, 
to exclude business responsibility, even when the acts are not 
suggested. * * All transactions are invalid which are ef- 
fected in a post-hypnotic state in which there is renewed sug- 
gestability. Also, the state during the carrying out of a post- 
hypnotic suggestion, if it is united with post-hypnotic forget- 
fulness of the act, excludes responsibility, even if the suggest- 
ability has ceased.” 

For the purposes of courts of justice, it may be asked 
whether too much refinement has not been indulged in? How 
is the existence or non-existence of hypnotic suggestability to 
be determined by a jury of average men, long after the event 
took place? Suppose A hypnotizes B and commands that he as- 
sign to him all his property, and we will admit, for the sake of 
argument, that B does so in the presence of witnesses. B’s 
acts are apparently perfectly natural. His outward appearance 

the same as though the act were done voluntarily, or if his 





movements are made more stiffly and his features are somewhat 
drawn and tense, as is sometimes the case, it is scarcely percep- 
tible and soon forgotten. The only evidence of his mental subjec- 
tion lies in his own word, How then may the existence or non- 
existence at that time of hypnotic sugg2stability be determined. 
And to what a finer point do we ccme when we are told that 
while in that state, responsibility is excluded, even when the 
acts are not suggested. This is equivalent to a statement that 
all instruments signed while in a diowsy condition are voidable, 
since suggestiongy may, under some circumstances, be made to 
and received by the subject while in that state. How are we, 
furthemoie, to determine, wheiher, in this particular instance, 
post-hypnotic forgetfuiness was a feature of the subjective con- 
dition during the carrying out of the post-hypnotic suggestion, 
Is there any possible method py which the question may be 
solved with any approach to accuracy? 

There iy another possible case which might be considered 
under this topic, i. e., where damage is done to the person or 
property of another by the subject while in a state of hypnosis, 
but this resembles so closely the criminal aspect of this sub,ect 
that its examination will be deferred until our arrival at that 
point, 

I am well aware that cases may be cited to disprove the 
arguments I have advanced, in which documents have been set 
aside by the courts, where hypnotism has been alleged to have 
been employed, but I will venture to say that the ratio deci- 
dendi is in each instance founded upon a theory of a wholly 
different character. Thus, no itter than last May was a case 
brought before the civil tribunal of Lyons, France, which is a 
fair illustration of what may be claimed to have been done 
through hypnotic influence.» In the month of June, 1593, there 
died at Lyons one Mme. Guindraud, a widow, leaving a will 
in favor of one Jouve, a professional magnetist, who, together 
with his wife, had been harbored by her at her own home fer 
some time. This couple, it is claimed, magnetized the widow, 
trovoking nervous crises, causing her to live, as said one of the 
witnesses, “in a perpetual ecstasy.”” The testimony was at 
length submitted to Dr. Lacassagne, who terminated his report 
thus: “It is evident that Jouve had complete control over the 
mind of Mme. Guindraud, and that ne was able to suggest 
to her to make a will in his favor. Such manoeuvres exercised 
over a mediocre intelligence certainly altered the free will of 
the testatrix. To encourage such proceedings would be to ap- 
prove and encourage the strange or susp:cious profe:sions which 
are exercised in full daylight to exploit the fruitful field of 
human stupidity.” Now, there is nothing in this whole opinion 
which would not permit any decision setting aside the instru- 
ment in question to be placed upon the.theory of undue influ- 
ence and avoided upon that ground. The learned doctor says: 
“Il est evident que Jouve avait de l’empire sur l’esprit de Mme, 
Quindraud et qu’il a pu lui suggerer de tester en ga faveur.” 
So might any person, who, by reason of the téstator’s respect 
for his probity or superior business capacity, has been accus- 
tomea to be looked up to and obeyed by him. although hypno- 
tism, in the proper sense of the word, was never thcught of. 

We will now consider the possibility that hypnotism may be 
employed to cause the commission of crimes by the subject, and 
at this juncture permit me to remark that any so-called labora- 
tory experiments that may be instanced in this connection are 
worth nothing. In stabbing the imaginary enemy with the 
paper cutter, or drawing the watch from the pocket of the 
willing friend, there is always an undercurrent of conscious- 
ness in the actor, who is well aware that no mora! enormity 
or danger of punishment or of detection exists. Those “crimes 
of the laboratory,” therefore, prove nothing, and must be en- 
tirely eliminated from consideration. 

As to the question of the compellability by suggestion to the 
commission of crime, psychologists differ. On the one hand are 
Liegeois and Lafergne, Forel and Moll. On the other Gilles de 
la Tourette, Pierre Janet and Benedikt. A solution of the prob- 
lem may, perchance, be arrived at, when we consider, as I have 
before said, the immense power of auto-suggestion. Let us take 
a man who has passed his life as an ‘honest, law-abiding citizen. 
Imagine him placed in the hypnotic state and ordered to mur- 
der his dearest friend. Would not his very soul loathe the 
thought? Would not every fibre of his being, every power of 
his mind, every atom of his will, resist so atrocious a sugges- 
tion? Could the command of the hypnotic agent, however strong 
and however much reiterated, prevail against the auto-sugges- 
tion of the subject? Thus, it is a well-known fact that persons 
opposed to the use of intoxicating liquors cannot be compelled 
to drink a glass of brandy while in a state of hypnosis. On 
the other hand, instead of he who has just been mentioned, let 
us suppose some hardened criminal. Here would not the fear 
of future punishment operate as a very powerful self-sugges-. 
tion, and in the more heinouy crimes, the subject must have 
been criminal to an extent rarely met with, who could, at the 
mere will of another, without resistance upon his part, com- 
mit a crime from which he could derive no possible benefit. 
But if we concede that one may, while im a state of hypnosis, 
be forced to commit a crime, we must also admit that it may 
be suggested to him, at that time, that another has done the 
wrong, or the suggestion may be to forget all about the matter 
at all times and in all conditions, whether hypnotic or non- 
hypnotic, which would plece the hypnotism in a perfectly safe 
position, so far as human laws are concerned, and we shall be 
obliged to take into consideration that every case of crime, espe- 
cially that which is apparently motiveless, might be the result 
of hypnotism. 

But, even admitting that the suggested crime may be car- 
ried out by the subject, nevertheless the following must be 
considered. Drunkenness of itself constitutes no excuse at law 
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for the commission of a crime, for the reason that, as a géneral 
rule, it is not something that may be forced upon a party con- 
trary to his desires, but is entirely voluntary on his part. The 
law says that, having voluntarily induced intoxication, it would 
be ridiculous to acquit the defendant on that score, as if that 
were done, drunkenness would be very certain hereafter to be 
the prelude to every crime. Now may we not regard hypno- 
tism in much the same light? It is conceded that no one may 
be placed in the cataleptic or somnambulic state contrary to 
his desire, and against his resistance. If, therefore, a subject 
knowing well that while in astate of hypnosis he may be com- 
pelled to commit crime, voluntarily suffers himself to be placed 
in that condition, may he not be supposed to have anticipated 
all the consequences of his act and agreed to become responsible 
for them? 

A point of real danger, however, appears to be this. Sup- 
pose it is suggested that a false state of facts exists, which 
would, if true, justify the commission of the offense. For in- 
stance, that the murdered party was about to take the life of 
the subject, and that the subject was to take his in self-de- 
fense. This I meet by the last argument. A person is about 
to be placed under hypnotic influence. By a comparatively 
slight exertion of will power, he might resist it and refuse to 
allow himself to be placed in the cataleptic condition. He does 
not, and permits the agerrt to throw him into a state of hyp- 
nosis, well knowing that while in that condition he may be 
compelled to commit crime. Can he not be said to have fore- 
seen and agreed to be responsibie for this as a natural and 
probable consequence of his omission. Then, again, let us sup- 
pose a murder has been committed in the presence of several 
witnesses. Suppose, to make the case still stronger, that it 
was, so far as it appears, entirely motiveless The murderer 
claims to have been hypnotized by X and compelled to commit 
the crime. What defense so hard to disprove! The matter 
rests entirely in the mind of the defendant. The question to be 
determined by the jury is as to the existence or non-existence 
of a certain condition of the murderer’s mind at the time of 
the commission of the offense. He says that X had placed 
him in a cendition of hypnosis. He says that while in that con- 
dition, he urged the commission of crime by him. He says that 
he was unable to resist, etc., and no one is able to disprove 
what he says. If he is discharged, his acquittal means the in- 
dictment of X, whose ccnviction cannot help but follow, for 
what accusation so difficult to disprove. It is shown that X 
possessed hypnotic power. ‘The prosecution may rest there, 
since it has made out a prima facie case. But suppose Y and 
Z have that power also. Why should they not be placed on 
trial, since either of-them might have been the guilty party 
instead of X, unless X, indeed, is chosen, because of the uncor- 
roborated testimony of the murderer? In this way, every one 
known to possess hypnotic power becomes an object of suspi- 
cion. For the power of suggestion is limited neither by time 
mor space. I may place A in the somnambulic state and sug- 
gest to him that on the following Tuesday, at 10 o’clock, he 
will fall into a deep sleep which will last an hour. I then wake 
him. On the following Tuesday, at the time indicated, the 
event happens. Now, if we admit that criminal suggestions 
may be carried out by the subject, we must also admit this 
power of post-hypnotic suggestion, which would afford complete 
immunity to the real criminal, since im the space of time be- 
tween the suggestion and its execution the agent might place 
himself with ‘the greatest ease beyond the arm of justice. 

We should not fail to speak in this connection with regard 
to a certain propensity in all hypnotized subjects, upon the 
commission of the act, to assign some ulterior reason for doing 
the same rather than the fact ot the suzgestion itself. Thus, 
in a series of experiments made by Prof. Moll of Berlin, who 
is, in all probability, the best of modern hypnotists, he said to 
the subject: “After you wake, you will take a book from the 
table and put it on the bookshelf.” She wakes and does so. 
When asked her reason, she replies: ‘I do not like to see things 
so untidy; the shelf is the place for the book, and that is why I 
put it there.” Another case was where the suggestion was 
made that X, upon awakening, should use an insulting ex- 
pression. He wakes and calls out “Donkey.”” When asked his 
reason, he excuses himself and explains: “I felt as if I must 
say donkey.” Another still stronger experiment was where the 
subject was ordered to take a flower pot from the window, wrap 
it in a cloth, put it on the sofa and bow to it three times, all 
of which he does. When asked for his reasons, he answered: 
“You know, when I woke and saw the flower pot there, I 
thought as it was rather cold, the flower pot had better be 
‘warmed or else the plant would die. So I wrapped it in the 
cloth and then I thought that as the sofa was near the fire, I 
would put the flower pot on it, and I bowed because I was 
pleased with myself for having such a bright idea.” He added 
that he did not consider the proceeding foolish. He had told 
me his reason for so acting, and the learned professor adds: 
“Most experimenters have observed that their subjects try to 
find reasons for the most foolish suggested acts.” Now, it is 
obvious that, applying this principle to the case in question, 
upon the commission of the crime, hypnotism would be the last 
reason that the subject would assign as a defense. In case it 
had been suggested to him that the deceased had been attempt- 
ing to murder him, he would, in all probability, insist upon the 
existence of that fact and not that he had been hypnotized. 
Had he simply been ordered to do the act, some reason other 
than that of hypnotism would have been given by him. The 
very fact, therefore, that he should set up this defense shows 
that the crime was committed entirely of nis own volition, 

Another test which may be applied, is this: Does the sub- 
ject, in his waking moments, remember the commission of the 


offense by him? 








He says be does, but asserts that he did the 
act while in a state of hypnosis. But it is well known among 
psychologists that it is almost impossible that anything said 
or done while in the hynotic state should be remembered in the 
post-hypnotic. For this reason, does not the very fact that 
such a defense is interposed constitute an evidence of its falsity. 

Let us examine a few of the reported cases, in which hyp- 
notism is claimed to have been urged as an excuse, and first let 
me state that all reported convictions for crime committed upon 
the subject (which consist chiefly of criminal assault) while 
claimed to be in a state of hypnosis, must be excluded from our 
consideration, for, if the offense be proved, what difference is 
there whether it was committed while the injured person was 
in a state of hypnosis or not. In law, proof of this condition in 
the person violated is not required to sustain a conviction 
where the fact of the crime has been judicially proved. Why, 
therefore, should the existence of hypnotism be inferred from 
the fact that evidence tending to show its existence was ad- 
duced by the prosecution, and that the defendant was convicted. 
If I place A in a state of catalepsy and then murder him and 
am found guilty and sentenced, this case cannot be cited as 
an authority for the fact that this may be done. I am being 
tried for the murder alone. If guilty, I shall be convicted, 
whether it was done through the instrumentality of hypnotism 
or not. 

Having thus excluded from consideration cases like the affair 
of Castellan, which occurred in 1865, and the Levy case in 1879, 
let us proceed to examine the celebrated Bompard-Eyraud af- 
fair, which was probably the first trial of any importance in 
which hypnotism was actually brought to the notice of a ju- 
dicial tribunal. Concerning the crime itself, it is useless to 


| speak further than to state that Eyraud murdered, in apart- 


ments hired for the purpose, one M. Gouffe, the woman Gabri- 
elle Bompard, his mistress, acting as the decoy. Upon the trial, 
M. Liegeois, the great professor of the Nancy School, was 
called as a witness. In a long examination, lasting over four 
hours, he was only able te formulate suppositions and affirma- 
tions based only on laboratory experiments, which were sub- 
ject to numerous criticisms, and convinced no one. Gabrielle 
Bompard was convicted and sentenced to twenty years’ im- 
prisonment. Numerous other pleas of this nature are said to 
have been entered, especially in Holland and France, and in this 
country in Eau Claire, Wis., and in the Meyer case in New 
York, but in none has the matter been squarely passed upon 
by the Court. There is a tendency undoubtedly existing at the 
present day, among lawyers of a certain class, to assign to hyp- 
notism, as a defense, the place formerly occupied by insanity. 
It has become a recognized fact with the public at large 
that the latter is being constantly made use of as a dernier 
ressort when all legal excuses fail. A number of cases have 
lately arisen which demonstrate the fact that in a trial for 
some particularly heinous crime committed with no apparent 
motive, and, so far as may be learned, without a single extenuat- 
ing circumstance, the defense of insanity is fairly certain to be 
interposed. So much has it been used that at the present day 
its force and effect are much weakened, and the mental aliena- 
tion of the defendant must be apparent indeed, in order that 
the point may be raised by any well-trained lawyer, since he 
knows that it is regarded by the majority of juries with great 
suspicion. Hypnotism is comparatively new. It is clearly un- 
derstood by no one. It has a mysterious sound and figures very 
well as the subject of a sensational address to the jury, and, 
therefore, it stands an excellent charce of being made the 
future defense of every rotten case. 

Let me, before closing this branch of the topic, say a few 
words of warning with regard ‘to the so-called hypnotic cases 
which are every now and then called to our attention by the dally 
journals. We are confronted from time to time with long ar- 
ticles, under double headlines, telling of a case, usually some- 
where “out West,” where the defense of hypnotism has been 
interposed. In nearly every instance that I have been able to 
investigate has sensationalism been permitted to prevail over 
accuracy. I have in mind at this moment the case of the State 
of Kansas against Anderson Gray. We all remember how .we 
were informed through the newspapers that the defendant had 
hypnotized the farm hand, McDonald, and compelled him by 
that means to commit the murder of one Patton, and how Gray 
was found guilty by the jury, “whose finding,” as one leading 
magazine expressed it, ‘““‘was confirmed by the Supreme Court of 
the State.”” I confess I was unable to comprehend what was 
meant in this instance by the word “confirmed.” Certain it is 
that after a careful perusal of the decision of the Supreme 
Court, as set forth in the 39th volume of the Pacific Reporter, 
page 1050, I am compelled to admit that I fail to observe that 
the learned judge who delivered the opinion intended to lay 
own any principle, further ‘than the well-known legal rule that 
he who aids, counsels, abets, or assists in the commission of a 
crime is equally guilty as the persom who actually commits the 
same. 

Having thus regarded the subject of hypnotism from a crim- 
inal standpoint, let us now see whether it may be made use of 
for the purpose of obtaining testimony from the hypnotized wit- 
ness. 

And first, let me ask: Suppose the witness refuses to permit 
himself to be placed in a state of hypnosis under the direction of 
the court, what then? As has been shown, if the subject com- 
bats the influence, he is proof against its power. If his will 
resists that of the hypnotizer, not even the first hypnotic stage 
may be effectuated, and all inquiry is brought to a sudden 
close. To punish him for contempt of court for refusing to al- 
low his will to become quiescent, and to keep on punishing him 


eae areas eS ee se) hd) lee ee ae.) os fy a.eo 2 et Bea Boe) 





rue wee se F 


e 
r 
e 
r 
t 
e 
y 
= 


-t 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





537 











until he does, is upon its very face foolishness. Then, again, 
how may the subject be sworn? Shall the oath be administered 
to him in his waking moments, before being placed in a state 
of hypnosis? If not, then, according to the law of the majority 
of our States, he cannot be heard, since a witness who has not 
taken an oath or made some preliminary statement which 
gtatute declares to be its equivalent, is not permitted to testify. 
If so, then must he be held guilty of perjury if he testifies false- 
ly? To hold him responsible for what he says at a time when 
his senses are not under his control is, to say the least, very 
hard justice. 


The general rule of law is that statements made during sleep 
are not receivable in evidence, and the reason for this is obvious, 
As has been already said, the condition of the subject during 
hypnosis is almost identical with natural sleep. Why should 
thig principle be broken through in the present instance? Is 
not the witness equally subject to some delusions in the one 
state as in the other? Are not his reasoning powers equally 
quiescent in both? What difference is there between the two 
that hypnotic sleep should constitute an exception to the gen- 
eral rule? 


Let me ask another question. How are we to know whether 
the subject is in a hypnotic condition or not during the giving 
of his testimony? What tests have we that are not so fallible as 
to be almost worthless to determine whether he is actually in 
a state of hypnosis or merely simulating it and ready to turn 
the whole affair to his advantage. The dangers of simuiation 
in a case like the present are incalculable, The physical 
phenomena of mankind are all more or less alike, a fact which 
has given to the study of medicine more or less exactness. On 
the other hand, states of feeling and modes of thinking vary 
with each individual. Although every subject enters into the 
hypnotic state in a manner more or less the same, yet points of 
difference will arise in each individual case by reason of the 
dissimilarity in temperament of ‘the subjects. Lacking, there- 
fore, any precise tests which may determine beyond any reason- 
able doubt whether or no the witness is in a hypnotic condition 
while testifying, the affair becomes a matter of supposition and 
guesswork. 


Let us, however, suppose the subject to be at length really 
under the influence of the hypnotizer, what guaranty have we 
then against lying and fraud on his part? It is an ancient 
error tosuppose that persoms while in a somnambulic state al- 
ways speak the truth; this belief is not supported by facts. A 
witness while in that condition, will, if he finds it to his advan- 
tage, testify utterly falsely, and, furthermore, as his memory 
while in the hypnotic state is perfect, he will be able to tell a 
far more consistent tale in every respect than he would have 
been able to do while in a normal condition. I here again 
quote from Moll. He says: “I can safely assert that hypnotic 
subjects can tell falsehoods as well as if they were awake, and 
that subtle webs of falsehood are invented in hypnosis. Lom- 
broso tried in one case to obtain a confession of a crime which 
had been proved, though the subject always denied it. The at- 
tempt was useless; the subject told the same tissue of lies as 
when awake. Laurent and Algeri give the same information. 
In any case a statement made in hypnosis must be received 
with caution; it might be an indication, but not a proof.” 

But even though the witness is perfectly willing to be hyp- 
notized and is desirous while in that condition to answer 
truly any questions that may be put to him, there are still sev- 
eral important facts to be taken into consideration. Let it be 
imagined for the sake of argument that A hypnotizes B, and 
while in that condition orders him to murder C. B is tried for 
the crime and placed in a state of hypnosis for the purpose of 
eliciting the truth. Here there is no doubt but that there 
would be a perfect willingness on the part of B both to enter 
into the somnambulic state and to teil all he knows while in 
that condition. A, however, is aware of that fact, and at the 
time of the order to murder, suggested to him further that he 
is to allow himself hereafter to be hypnotized by no one. That 
suggestions of this character are of sufficient force to prevent 
any further hypnosis, is doubted by no psychologist. The af- 
fair is, therefore, brought to a standstill. Or let us vary this 
and suppose that the suggestion is that B inform the court 
while in the hypnotic state that the original order to commit 
the crime emanated from X, or make some further statement 
equally false. With this in view, what guaranty have we that 
any statement made by the hypnotized witness is not the re- 
sult of some previous suggestion, and that such witness is say- 
ing only what he has been beforehand ordered to say? Can 
any testimony obtained from him be relied upon when a fact 
like this is borne in mind? Or wren the commission of the 
crime was ordered might not the real criminal have suggested 
to his tool that thereafter, at all times and in all conditions, 
whether hypnotic or non-hypnotic, the fact of the suggestion 
and all acts done in pursuance thereof snall be entirely forgot- 
ten by him? What guaranty have we, therefore, of the ef- 
ficacy of hypnotism as a means of eliciting testimony? A short 
time since I spoke of the possibility of the subject refusing to 
enter into the hypnotic state at the will of the hypnotic agent 
appointed by the court, or refusing to make any statement. 
What tests may be laid down to determine in case of such re- 
— whether it is not the result of some prior order to that ef- 

ect? 

Let us now look at the matter from another standroint. Upon 
being placed in the somnambulic state, the mind of the sub- 
ject is in a condition of perfect quiescence. His will is in abey- 
ance. Any statements that he may make must be the result of 
another’s volition and not of his own. If not the result of some 
prior suggestion, then it must be the result of the suggestion of 











the hypnotic agent appointed by the court. He suggests, we 
will say, that the subject reveal the facts which led him to 
comimit the crime. The subject states them. How may it be 
known but that every word spoken by him is not uttered in 
pursuance of some suggestion of the present hypnotizer? To 
make the matter clearer, let us suppose that the court orders 
A, a celebrated hypnotist, to place B, the murderer, im a hyp- 
notic state, and interrogate him with respect to the crime. B 
gives his testimony concerning the matter. How are we to 
know but that A is mentally suggesting to him the very wording 
of his answers, for it is, of course, understood that suggestions 
are capable of being made mentally, and are not restricted to 
physical means of communication. Suppose even A to be act- 
ing innocently, yet (I take this merely as an illustration) even 
if he had a theory as to how the crime was committed, and 
what scientific man would not have, would not his belief in 
that theory, even unconsciously to himself, perhaps, operate as 
a suggestion to the subject to testify in accordance therewith. 

I shall consider éne more point. Let us not forget the 
tremendous power of auto-suggestion. The instinct of self-pres- 
ervation and self-interest is implanted in the very fibres of our 
being. In matters affecting them, the very strongest exercise of 
our will power is brought into play. Suggest anything you please 
to the subject, and so long as it affects neither of these he will 
obey. Suggest anything that tends to their injury, and he will 
resist to the utmost. The moment, therefore, that any sugge>- 
tion is made requiring the disclosure by him of anything 
against his material interests, his reputation, or the secrets 
of his friends, committed to his care, an auto-suggestion of the 
very strongest kind arises, utterly forbidding the witness to 
answer, or commanding him to answer falsely, and which ut- 
terly destroys the power of the hypnotizer. Thus many at- 
tempts have been made to obtain from members of an order or 
society secrets relating thereto, and in not a single instance 
have they succeeded. On this ground, if for no other reason. 
the efficacy of hypnotism for this purpose, may be doubtful. 

I have now dealt with all facts properly appertaining to the 


topic under discussion. There remains, however, one more 
point which it may be worth our while to consider. Should the 
exercise of hypnotism be restricted by statute? Attempts have 
been made in this direction by the Legislatures of some of our 
States, and in two, at least, of the European countries laws to 


that effect have been enacted. Thus, in Russia, a doctor who 
wishes to hypnotize must do so in the presence of two other 
doctors, and public exhibitions have been forbidden in Prussia. 

It has been often urged that the practice of hypnotism be re- 
stricted to physicians. I do not see, however, why this should 
be done. It is certainly not because they are more advanced 
in the knowledge of its principles, since the study has, until 
very lately, been met on their part only with skepticism and 
derision. When we look at the great discoverers in this 
branch of science, we tind them to have been the jest of the 
medical fraternity. Several times has the Academy of France 
denied the existence of hypnotism, and, until very lately, its 
practitioners have been treated as charlatans or mad enthusi- 
asts. And why should this power be less dangerous in the hands 
of physicians than in the hands of others? If not because of 
their superior knowledge in the art, then for what reason? Is 
there such a monopoly of virtue among the medical] fraternity 
that they alone can be trusted? Undoubtedly hypnotism may 
become at times a dangerous power, yet has it been shown that 
no advantage has ever been taken of their position by physi- 
cians, and are they alone exempt from human frailties? 

Hypnotism is a word that is vague in import and of which it - 
is exceedingly difficult to gather a clear conception. Were such 
a statute to be passed, the question as to whether the force 
used in any given case amounted to hypnotism or not would 
be exceedingly complicated and almost impossible to solve. Ex- 
perts would differ among themselves and the law would be- 
come practically unenforceable. Furthermore, many people may 
hypnotize themselves, and to punish this as a crime would be 
to attempt the impossible. It seems better to place hypnotism 
within the same category as intoxicating liquors or explosives. 
Any person may purchase or own them, he is only to be held ac- 
countable for the manner of their use. Any one may publish 
a newspaper, but he must beware of what he puts therein. To 
prohibit its publication altogether because the crime of libel is 
sometimes committed by them would be the height of ab- 
surdity. 

We have now examined that which has been presented for 
our consideration, especially with regard to the following ques- 
tions: Hes hypnotism any place in the civil or criminal law? 
May it be made use of for the purpose of eliciting testimony? 
Should laws restraining its exercise be passed? 

For reasons which I have indicated above, I think that the 
above queries should be answered in the negative, and I believe 
that the majority of modern psychologists concur in this view. 
If, however, error has been committed by me, the chance for 
its demonstration will soon arise, since the matter is one which 
is bound shortly to be forced upon the courts and the legisla- 
tures for their consideration. 

Although great lawyers have recently expressed the opin- 
ion that the parole law under which convicts are permitted to 
serve a portion of their sentence outside the prison is uncon- 
stitutional, the grounds which they are reported to have urged 
in support of their views leave room for respectful dissent 
from their conclusions. In other words, the argument that the 
parole law is void because the indeterminate sentence law was 
void, is a non-sequitur, avparently. 

There is no essential identity between the parole law and 
the indeterminate sentence law. The latter conferred distinctz-. 
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ly judicial powers upon executive officers and deservedly fell 
the moment it was brought before a competent court. It pro- 
posed that the warden of the prison or the Governor, or the 
pardon board, should fix the punishment to be imposed for 
crime, and not the judge of the trial court. The convict was 
sent to prison for no definite term, but was subject to uncon- 
ditional release whenever it was thought advantageous by the 
executive in charge of him. 

Now the parole law proposes nothing of that sort. It leaves 
the court to fix the term of imprisonment, and in no sense 
does it propose to have the sentence of the court superseded. 
What seems to be hard for the critics of the parole system to 
see is the vital fact that under it the convict is still in custody, 
although he be enjoying a condition which is identical with 
perfect liberty. Nor is that a technical construction to put 
upon the fact. 

It is because the convict is virtually released while still 
ecrstructively in custody that the parole system is valuable. 
It is because the person who has been shuwn too weak to re- 
sist the temptation to crime can be sent back into the world 
subject to summary arrest and imprisonment upon the infrac- 
tion of the regulations of good behavior, that much is expected 
of the parole system, and there is apparently no reason for 
thinking it confers undue powers, or puts upon anybody a duty 
in excess of his jurisdiction. 


FOREIGN GENERAL ASSIGNMENTS AS AF 
FECTED BY A CONFLICT OF LAWS. 


Edward L. Randall. 


Probably there is no feature of the law of general assign- 
ments for the benefit of creditors more confusing, as well as 
interesting, than that concerning the validity and effect of a 
f reign general assignment as affected by a conflict of laws. 
The decisions of the various States are not all agreed, and in 
endeavoring to lay down the general principles we are con- 
fronted not only by a conflict of law, but with a conflict of de- 
cisions as well. 

Much confusion arises because of the variety of interests 
represented; the assignment may be executed in one State, the 
property situated in another; the creditors may be residents of 
either of those States, or of another, and the litigation may 
arise in still another State. And with the extraordinary dili- 
gence on behalf of creditors to reach the estate of their fallen 
debtor, this subject becomes an important and practical one. 

The question at once arises, assuming there is a conflict of 
laws, by ‘the laws of what State are the rights of the parties 
tu be determined? Can the law or adjudication of one State 
have any operation in another State? In other words, can the 
law of one State be extended beyond the limits of that State 
into the jurisdiction of another State, and control the decisions 
of its courts? Hence, in deciding a particular case, four ques- 
tions must be considered, to wit: 1. The legal situs of the 
property. 2. The nature of the assignment, whether voluntary 
or involuntary. 3%. The nature and policy of the law of the 
situs. 4. The demicile of the creditors invoking the law of the 
situs. And these will be discussed in their order. 

Regarding the legal situs of property the rule differs as to 
real and personal property. It is no longer a question of dis- 
pute or doubt that the validity of an assignment or other trans- 
fer to dispose of lands depends entirely upon the laws of the 
State or country where the land is actually situated at the 
time. This is an invariable rule; and an assignment, in order 
to invest a valid title in the assignee, in any event, must be ex- 
ecuted in all respects to satisfy the law of the situs. Nichol- 
son v. Leavitt, 4 Sandf. (N. Y.) 252; Chapman v. Peabody, 159 
Mass. 420; Moore v. Church, 70 Iowa 208. 

And, of course, in case of tangible personal property, as well 
as real estate, the legal situs is where the property is actually 
situated, except in case of ships at sea, which, by a fiction of 
law, are supposed to remain a part of the territory of the State 
from which they sail while on the high seas, and hence have 
their situs in such State. Crapo v. Kelly, 83 U. S. (6 Wall) 
610; bk. 21 L. ed. 430. In this case an assignment was made 
by the owners, residents of Massachusetts, of 'the ship “Arctic,” 
while the ship in question was on the high sea. She sailed into 
port at New York city, where she was attached by creditors, 
residents of New York. The United States Supreme Court held 
that the assignment executed in Massachusetts carried with it 
the title of the ship, and thus defeated the lien of the attach- 
ment. 

Regarding choses in action, we find it more difficult to de- 
termine their exact situs; but under general jurisprudence they 
follow the person of the owner or creditor, and have their situs 
at his domicile. And a transfer valid where made, will be rec- 
ognized as valid everywhere, although not valid by the law of 
the debtor’s residence. In a leading case in this State the court 
laid down substantially this rule, to wit: That personal prop- 
erty follows the person of the owner, and has no other situs, 
and @ transfer valid according to the law of the situs would be 
valid everywhere, unless the corpus of 'the property is situated 
in another State, and the transfer is invalid according to the 
law of that State. And ‘this is a general rule. In other words, 
the law of the place of transfer governs unless it is in conflict 
with the law of the situs, in which event the law of the situs 
controls; and as a rule ‘the situs of the debt and the debtor's 
domicile are the same. 

But this general rule is not invariable, and always yields 
where the law or public policy of the State, where the corpus 
pf the property is actually situated, has provided a different 











rule of transfer from that State where the owner resides, 
Kelly v. Paine, 107 N. Y. 83. And so local laws may fix the 
situs of the debt at the domicile of the debtor for the purpose 
of subjecting it to legal remedies provided by the statutes of 
the State of the debtor’s residence, such as attachment, sh- 
ment, execution, etc. Williams v. Ingersoll, 89 N. Y. 508; 
O’Neil v. Nagle, 15 N. Y. St. Rep. 358; s. c. 18 Abb. (N. Y.) N. 
C. 399, and note; Connor v. Hanover, Fed. Rep. 549; Matter 
of Estate of Romaine, 127 N. Y. 80. 

In O'Neil v. Nagle, a well-considered case, the facts were 
that a voluntary general assignment was made in New York, 
containing preferences, part of the property included in the as- 
signment being debts owing to the assignor by merchants resi- 
dents of New Jersey. The New Jersey statute provided for ‘the 
attachment and garnishment of the debts, and also prohibited 
preferences of any kind. Now, applying our first proposition, 
we see that the debt followed the person of the owner, and 
had its situs in New York; but by applying our second proposi- 
tion we find that the New Jersey statute has fixed the situs of 
the debt in New Jersey for the purpose of attachment, and 
hence, the assignment being in conflict with the law and policy 
of New Jersey, could not operate to pass title to the assignee 
as against the attaching creditor, a resident of New Jersey. 

The tendency of the decisions is to do away with the fiction 
of the law that personal p y has no situs away from the 
rerson of the owner, and to substitute the truth in its stead, 
where, in a specified case, there is any good and equitable rea- 
son for doing so; and the power of the State to fix fits situs 
for a special purpose, such as attachment, taxation, etc., can 
hardly be doubted. Matter of Estate of Romaine, supra; O'Neil 
v. Nagle, supra. 

The fact that the situs of the property is determined does 
not settle the question, and we must inquire into the nature of 
the assignment. And here we notice a marked distinction be- 
tween voluntary general assignments and assignments executed 
under bankruptcy and insolvency laws; the former is the volun- 
tary and the latter the involuntary act of the assignor. The 
one has the universal effect of a contract, the other the terri- 
torial effect of a statute. As the foreign statute which gives 
life to the involuntary assignment can have no extra-territorial 
effect of its own vigor, so it is a general rule that such assign- 
ments have no effect on property outs.de the jurisdiction of the 
State where it was executed. One State has no power to dic- 
tate to another State the terms of administration and distribu- 
tion of its property. A State by its sovereign power has the 
exclusive prerogative of determining the status of its citizens 
and their property within its borders. As to a Stalte’s power 
vee a seas, sce Cole v. Cunningham, 133 U. S. 107; pk 33 

ed. i 


A few leading cases will serve to illustrate this distinction: , 


The leading case on this point fn New York is the Matter of 
Waite, 99 N. Y. 433, which reviewed the conflicting authorities 
and settled a long mooted question. The facts were as follows: 
The firm of Haynes & Sanger, doing business in the city of 
New York, on Oct. 15, 1885, made a general assignment to 
Charles Waite, a member of the firm of Pendle & Waite, who 
were doing business both in New York city and London. Waite 
was a citizen of New York and Pendleton a citizen of England. 
The assignment contained a preference in favor of Pendleton 
& Waite for about $14,000. Subsequently, Pendleton & Waite 
failed, suspending business in London im February, 1885, and 
Waite went to England, and they filed a petition In the London 
Court of Bankruptcy for a composition with creditors; but 'the 
composition failed. Then, upon an application by their cred- 
itors, which was opposed by Waite, the firm of Pendle & Waite 
were declared bankrupts, end one Schofield was appointed trus- 
tee of the firm property, which, according to English law, vested 
him in the legal title to all firm property wherever situated. 
Waite continued to act as assignee of Haynes & Sanger, ap- 
propriating to himself under the preference to Pendle & Waite 
the sum of $14,000. The American creditors of this firm had 
been fully paid. Upon his accounting as assignee Schofield 
appeared by attorney and claimed seid sum as trustee of Pen- 
dle & Waite, by virtue of the English bankruptcy proceeding. 
Waite’s counsel argued that the bankruptcy proceedings could 
have no extra-territorial force, as against a resident of New 
York State, and that hence his title was paramount to that of 
Schofield. The Court of Appeals decided against this conten- 
tion. Earl, J., writing the opinion, sali: “‘No principle of jus- 
tice, no public policy, requires the courts of this State to ignore 
the title of this assignee (Schofield) at the instance of one of the 
bankrupts. No injustice will be done to Waite if this money 
is taken to pay his creditors, and public policy does not re- 
quire that the courts of this State should protect him in his 
efforts to cheat this creditors or his partner.”’ After a careful 
consideration of the decisions on this question, the learned 
judge stated the following rules, *o wit: 1. The statutory title 
of foreign assignees in bankruptcy can have no recognition 
here solely by virtue of the foreign statute. 2. But the com- 
ity of nations allows a certain effect to titles so derived, and 
the title of foreign statutory assignees will be recognized and 
enforced here when they can be without prejudice tto the rights 
of creditors pursuing remedies under our statute; provided, 
also, that such titles are not in conflict with the law or public 
policy of our State. 3. Such assignee can appear, and, subject 
to ‘the preceding rules, maintain suits in our courts against 
debtor of the bankrupt whom they represent. 

These principles were reasserted by the Court of Appeals in 
the late case of Barth v. Backus, 140 N. Y. 230. In ‘this case 
the contest arose between the assignee of the Wisconsin corpo- 
ration and attaching creditors residents of New York, pursuing 
their remedy in New York. These creditors were assignees of 
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man has availed himself of the very wide range and richness 
of the field of poetry in Great Britain during the last sixty 


years to select a volume at once illustrating the critical views 
of his “Victorian Poets,” which has become a standard both 





in England and America, and embody'ng a large amount of 
the finest modern poetry. M:. Stedman has devoted to his 
work the same conscientious care which he bestows on his 
original volumes, has prepared a series of brief but excellent 
biographical sketches of the authors quoted. The book is 
typographically beautiful, is printed on the best paper, and 
bound in a very attractive style. 


_ Large-Paper Edition, In two volumes, octavo, printed 
with great care on paper of the best quality. The first volume 
has a fine photogravure of Queen Victoria at the time of her 
accession to the throne, the second an admirable portrait of 
her at the present time. The Edition is limited to 250 copies. 
Price, $10.00, net. 
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claims formerly due Wisconsin creditors against the corpora- 
tion and took their title subsequent to and with full knowledge 
of the Wisconsin assignment. Thereafter they procured at- 
tachments against personal property of the Wisconsin corpora- 
tion situated in the State of New York. The Wisconsin stat- 
ute governing the assignment provided that the assignor “may 
be discharged from his debts as a part of the proceedings un- 
der such assignment, upon compliance with the provisions of 
this act,” and that every creditor that should accept a dividend 
out of the assigned estate, or in any way participate in the pro- 
ceedings, wéuld be “deemed to have applied for a discharge, 
and should be bound by any order or discharge granted by the 
court.”” The court held that the statute gave it the effect of an 
involuntary bankruptcy assignment, and that the lien of the 
attachment was paramount to that of the assignee’s title. Writ- 
ing the opinion, Chief Justice Andrews said: ‘Effect cannot be 
given here to this coercive feature in the Wisconsin law, except 
by giving extra-territorial effect to the law of that State. The 
assignor had no power to make such a condition, and if it is 
legal it is by force of the statute alone. This feature is one of the 
distinguishing tests of an insolvent or bankrupt law.’ The cor- 
poration acted involuntarily in the sense of executing the trans- 
fer, for it might well have refrained from executing it at all, 
but the statute by effecting a discharge of his indebtedness 
without the creditor’s consent, was, nevertheless, involuntary 
and coercive, as regards both the corporation and its creditors. 
The Wisconsin statute above referred to has received a similar 
construction by the courts of Illinois in a well considered case. 
Townsend v. Coxe (Ill.), 37 N. E. Rep. ; Rhawn v. Parce, 
110 Ill. 350, is also an instructive case on ‘this subject. 


And as a rule there is no difference whether by virtue of an 
act in bankruptcy the debtor is coerced into making an as- 
signment of his estete, or whether he by a voluntary assign- 
ment sets the law in motion which discharges him of his in- 
debtedness without the consent of his creditors. Barth v. 
Backus, supra; Rhawn v. Parce, supra; Townsend v. Coxe, 
supra; Warner v. Jaffray, 96 N. Y. 254; Weider v. Maddox, 66 
Tex. 372: Hutchinson v. Peshine, 16 N. J. Eq. (1 C. E. Gr.) 169; 
Holmes v. Remsen, 20 John (N. Y.) 229. 

Proceeding on the same line of reasoning, it is held that, 
as between the States of the Union, a discharge in bankruptcy 
by ‘the law of one State will not bar the rights of a creditor 
who is a citizen of another State, and not a party to the pro- 
ceedings, from pursuing his remedy against a debtor in such 
other State. And this is said to be settled by a substantial con- 
currence of authorities. Phel v. Boreland, 108 N. Y. 410; 
Goodsell v. Benton, 13 R. I. ; Hills v. Carter, 74 Me. 156. 

As to voluntary general assignments, it is a general rule 
that if they are valid under the law oi the place of execution, 
they will be recognized as valid and effective everywhere, un- 
less contrary to the positive law or public policy of the place 
where the property is situate; that is, if there is no conflict be- 
tween the lex loci contractus and the lex rei sitae, then they 
are effective to pass title to the assignee as against all cred- 
itors of the assignor; but if there is a conflict, the law of the situs 
supercedes and controls. BEgbert v. Baker, 58 Conn. 319; Na- 
tional Bank of Rockville v. Walker, 61 Id. 154; May v. First 
National Bank, 122 Ill. 551; Henderson & Co. v. Chase, 35 III. 
App. 155; Lipman v. Link, 20 Id. 359; Chafee v. Fourth Na- 
tional Bank, 71 Me. 514; Caflin v. Kelling, 83 Ky. 649; May v. 
Wannamacher, 111 Mass. 282; Butler v. Wendle, 57 Mich. 62; 
Askew v. La Cynge Exchange Bank, 83 Mo. 366; Gillander v. 
Howell, 5 N. Y. 657; Ockerman v. Cross, 54 Id. 29; Warner v. 
Jaffray, 96 Id. 254; Thompson v. Fry, 51 Hun. (N. Y.) 296; Kel- 
stadt v. Rieley, 55 How. (N. Y.) Pr. 673; Nassau Bank v. Yen- 
des, 44 Hun. (N. Y.) 55; Varnum v. Camp, 13 N. J. L. 0 J.°S. 
Gr.) 326; Long v. Girdwood, 150 Pa. St. 413; Webster v. Maddox, 
66 Tex. 372; Schroder v. Tompkins, 58 Fed. Rep. 672; Caskie v. 
Webster, 2 Wall. Jr. 131; Barnett v. Kinney, 147 U. S. 476, bk. 
37 L. ed. 247; Bholen v. Cleveland, 5 Mas. C. C. 175; Hanford 
Vv. Paine, 32 Vt. 443; Cook v. Van Horn, 81 Wis. 291. 

The question as to the nature of the law of the situs arose 








in the case of Warner v. Jaffray, 96 N. Y. 248. A resident of 
2tew York made a general assignment for the benefit of cred- 
itors of all of his property, part of which was personal prop- 
erty situated in Pennsylvania. The assignment was recorded in 
Pennsylvania March 18, 1881. Prior to that time, and on 
March 1, 1881, the defendant went into the State of Pennsyl- 
vania and obtained a warrant of attachment on the parsonal 
property there situated. The question before the court was, 
whether the assignment effected a transfer of such property to 
the assignee, so that it could not subsequently be attached in 
the courts of Pennsylvania by creditors residing in New York. 

The Pennsylvania statute provided that all assignmenis 
by non-residents should be recorded in the county where the 
property, real or personal, was situated, and that they should 
take effect from the date of such recording only. 

The Court of Appeals held that tthe assignment, until re- 
corded, was in conflict with the positive law of Pennsylvania, 
and could have no effect there as against such attaching cred- 
itors. Earl, J., writing the opinion, said: “It is a general rule 
that a vountary transfer of personal property is to be governed, 
everywhere, by the law of the owner’s domicile, amd this rule 
proceeds on the fiction of the law that the domicile draws to it 
the personal estate of the owner wherever it may happen ‘to be. 
Put this fiction is by no means of universal application, and 
yields whenever it is necessary for the purpose of justice that 
the actual situs of the thing should be examined, and always 
yields when the law and public policy of the State where the. 
property is located have prescribed a different rule of transfer 
from that of the State where the owner lives.” 


The question arose squarely in the leading case of Guillan- 
der v. Howell, 35 N. Y. 657, over a general assignment executed 
by an insolvent debtor in New York, containing preferences, 
valid under the laws of that Staite, part of his property being 
situated in the State of New Jersey, where it was subsequently 
seized by attaching creditors residents of New Jersey. The 
statute of New Jersey declared all assignments, containing 
preferences, void as against the public policy of ithe State. 
Here was clearly presented a conflict of laws. It was held that 
such assignment could have no extra-territorial effect, it being 
hostile to the policy of ‘the laws of New Jersey, as against such 
creditors. Peckham, J., said: “The law of New York cannot 
operate there except by comity or courtesy, and as to property 
actually situated in New Jersey, that State has the conceded 
right to legislate; she may declare what alone will transfer the 
title as against her citizens, creditors of the assignee.” 

Discussing ‘the question in Weider v. Maddox, 66 Tex. 372, 
Stayton, J., said: “It seems, however, to be everywhere ad- 
mitted that a general voluntary assignment for the benefit of 
creditors, made by an insolvent debtor, in accordance with the 
laws of the place of his domicile, will pass all his personal 
property. wherever situated, unless the operation of such as 
signment is imited or restrained by some law of the State in 
which the property is situated.” In the opinion the learned 
judge cites many authorities. 

Again, it was said in the Princeton Manufacturing Co. v. 
White, 68 Ga. 98, that “Whatever may have been the rulings 
in the past relativé to the general operation of bankrupt or in- 
voluntary assignments, it is now well settled in most States 
that all voluntary assignments, if valid where made, and not 
repugnant to the lex rei sitae, will be enforced.” 

Thus we see that a voluntary general assignment is effective 
to pass title to all the assignor’s personal property wherever 
situated, if it is not in conflict with the lex rei sitae as against 
both foreign and domestic creditors. But in Frank v. Babbitt, 
155 Mass. 115, a late case, the court said: “This court has fre- 
quently held that a voluntary assignment, made by a debtor 
living in another State, for the benefit of his creditors, would 
be regarded as valid here,” the only qualification being ‘‘that 
this court would not sustain them, if, 'to do so, would be preju- 
dicial to the interests of our own citizens or opposed to public 
policy.” This and other Massachusetts cases are often cited as 
departing from the general rule, and making a distinction in 
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favor of creditors residing in Massachusetts. But this is only 
an apparent and not a real distinction, at most, which may be 
explained away ‘by the fact thait the common law, as declared 
by the Massachusetts courts, differs from that of the other 
States, in that they hold the assignment to be invalid and in- 
operative to pass title until the credi'tors, or some of them, 
bave given their unqualified assent to it in some manner, and is 
inoperative against attaching creditors, except to the amount 
due 'the assenting creditors, and ta that amount it is operattive. 
This distinction is suggested in Faulkner v. Hyman, 142 Mass. 
53; and we submit, assuming the assignment is valid according 
to the common law above referred to, and is in derogation of 
no statute law of the State, that it will be valid and effective 
to pass title to the assignee even against domestic creditors of 
Massachusetts. 

In Indiana, Louisiana and Vermont, by the common law, 
an assignment is held inoperative to pass title to the assignee 
until he has taken possession of the property, either personally 
or by agent. Woolson v. Piper, 100 Ind. 306; Reynolds v. Ad- 
den, 136 U. S. 348, 354; bk. 34 L. ed. 360, 362; Rice v. Curtis, 
32 Vt. 460. But in New York the assignment takes full force 
and effect as soon as it is executed (Nicoll v. Spowers, 105 
N. Y. 1) and actually delivered. (McIthargy v. Chambers, 117 
N. Y. 523.) 

Under the law cf the situs we may note for convenience 
four general features, to wit: 

First.—That where there is no conflict between the law of 
the place of the assignment and the law of tthe situs, 'the as- 
signment will be enforced as against all subsequent lienors, 
both foreign and domestic. 

Second.—When the assignment contravenes some statute de- 
fining a great public policy of ‘the law and prohibiting trans- 
fers deemed to be injurious, it will not pass transfer to the as- 
signee of the debtor’s estate situated within the State where 
such statute governs, except as a matter of comity or courtesy. 

Third.—When there is a statute requiring the recording or 
filing of the assignment, in terms intended to govern all as- 
signments, both domestic and foreign, as the Pennsylvania 
statute, an assignment not so recorded or filed will be ineffec- 
tual to pass title to the property within such State. : 

Fourth.—Statutes which regulate the mode of execution, 
distribution, filing of sckedules and the like, and secure a just 
distribution of the estate of the debtor residing in such State, 
ean have no extra-territorial effect so as to effect assignments 
executed without the State. 


As to the nature and policy of the law of the situs which 
may be in conflict wi'tth the operation and validity of the for- 
eign assignments, expressions are to be found in many opin- 
ions from which the inference may be drawn that it rests in 
the discretion of the court to declare the policy of the law, and 
to give or deny effect to such assignments as they may or may 
not appear injurious ‘to the rights of citizens of the State, whose 
laws the courts administer, and within whose limits the prop- 
erty may be found. Speaking of this, Stayton, J., in Weider v. 

* Maddox, said: “Such a rule seems to us to confer upon the 
courts a power too little restricted, too unqualified and unlim- 
ited, to be tolerated in any country governed by laws. What, 
upon such a matter is 'to be deemed injurious to the rights of 
the citizens of the State in which the property is situated, 
should be the subject of legislative and not judicial discretion.” 


The majority of cases arise over the construction of stat- 
utes regulating the recording or filing of assignments, or pref- 
erences contained therein. 

An interesting case lately came before the Supreme Court 
of the United States, Barnett v. Kinney, 147 U. S. 476; bk. 37 
L. ed. 247. A citizen of Utah made an assignment of all his 
property for the benefit of his creditors, containing preferences, 
to another citizen of Utah, which was valid by ‘the laws of 
Utah and by the common law. Part of his property was situ- 
ated in Idaho, of which the assignee had taken possession. This 
property was subsequently attached in Idaho by a resident of 
Utah. The Revised Statute of Idaho provided that “no assign- 
ment of any imsolvent debtor, otherwise ‘than as provided in 
this title, is legal, or binding on creditors, * * that cred- 
itors should share pro rata without priority or preference what- 
ever,” and for the discharge of the assignor upon compliance 
with ‘the statute. Was the assignment in conflict with the laws 
of Idaho? Chief Justice Fuller, in writing the opinion, re- 
marked, that “while the statute of Idaho provided a pro rata 
distribution without preferences in assignments under the stat- 
ute, it did not otherwise deal with the distribution of his prop- 
erty by a debtor, nor prohibit preferences by non-resident debt- 
ers and creditors through an assignment valid by the laws of 
the debtor’s domicile. No just rule required the courts of 
Idaho, at the instance of a citizen of another State, to adjudge 
a transfer, valid at common lew, and by the law of the place 
where it was made, to be invalid because preferring creditors 
elsewhere, and, therefore, in contravention of the Idaho statute 
and the public policy therein indicated in respect to its own 
citizens, proceeding thereunder. The law of the situs was not 
incompatible with the law of the domicile.” 


By a mere casaul reading of this decision it is difficult to 
‘harmonize it with ‘the decisions construing the New Jersey 
statute forbidding preferences, and like statutes; but ‘there 
were certain features, looking at the context of the statute, 
which led the court to conclude that it was not the legislative 
intent that it should apply ‘to all assignments, both domestic 
and foréign—it is a question of legislative intent. . 

Again the question arose over the construction of a similar 
statute as affecting an assignment executed in the State of 
New York covering property situated in the State of South 





Carolina. Ex-parte Dickinson, 29 S. C. 453. The statute of 
South Carolina contained this provision, ‘Any assignment by 
an insolvent debtor of his or her property for the benefit of 
creditors, in which any preference or priority is given to any 
creditor by the terms of said assignment, over any other cred- 
itor, * * * ghall be absolutely null and void and of no ef- 
fect whatever.” The court held that this statute declared a 
great public policy of the law forbidding preferences, and 
that the word “any’’ covered every assignment, either foreign 
or domestic, affecting property in the State of South Carolina. 
The court said: “The lenguage of the act is ‘any assignment,’ 
etc., and to adopt a construction contended for by the respond- 
ent, it would be necessary for us to interpolate some such 
words as are found in the Missouri statute, ‘hereinafter made 
in this State,’ or some equivalent words; and ‘this we have no 
right. to do.” 

The marked tendency of the decisions is that the policy 
of the lex rei sitae must be declared and fixed by positive 
rules of law, if not by legislative enactment, and not left to the 
discretion of the courts in determining each particular case. 
In Guillander v. Howell there is a dictum by Peckham, J., as 
follows: “What is injurious to the righits of citizens where 
the property is situate, should be the subject of positive legis- 
lation, and not left to the discretion of the courts, and this is 
probably ‘the true rule, assuming the transfer to be valid ac- 
cording to the common law of ‘the situs, although the rule is 
sometimes more broadly expressed.” 

It has long been the policy of commercial States not to 
embarrass the full transmission of the title to personal prop- 
erty; and has justly been considered a discourteous and il- 
liberal policy in one Staite to abridge or fetter the operation of 
foreign contracts or to embarrass foreign owners of personal 
property within its limits, in the full amd free enjoyment of its 
beneficial use or its ready and unrestricted transfer. Hamford 
v. Paine, 32 Vt. 443. 

Regarding such statutes for the protection of creditors, 
it has been held that if the Legislature had intended such acts 
to apply to the case of foreign assignments making them in- 
valid, when but for the act they would have been valid, that 
purpose would have been particularly expressed. In re Paige 
& Sexsmith Lumber Co., 31 Minn. 136. 

These authorities show us the nature of the law of the 
situs which may or may not interfere with the operation of a 
foreign assigument, and that a voluntary assignment will be 
given universal effect unless there is some meritorious and 
well-defined policy of the law intervening. And the true rule 
seems to be, assuming that we have a voluntary assignment 
valid at common law, that until such legislative policy is posi- 
tively declared, and interposes a direct obstruction to the 
operation of such assignment, it would be effectual to transfer 
the debtor’s property wherever it may have its situs. 

By the domicile of the parties seeking a remedy we mean 
any party or creditor invoking the law of the situs and pur- 
suing a remedy thereunder. And the fact that we have de- 
termined the situs of the property, the nature of the assign- 
ment and the nature and effect of the lex rei sitae does not 
quite settle the question; for here again the courts are divided, 
many of them holding that in case of a conflict only creditors 
residents of the State can invoke the law of the situs to defeat 
the assignment. This is the rule in Illinois, Pennsylvania, 
re Jersey, Maine, Massachusetts, Missouri, and some other 

tates, 

In Illinois the question arose as to the effect of a New 
York assignment on property situate in Illinois as between 
New York assignee and a New York creditor pursuing his 
remedy by attachment in Illinois subsequent to the assign- 
ment. The assignment was valid by the law of New York, 
the common residence of the creditor and assignee, but in con- 
flict with the law of Illinois. The court gave full force and 
effect to the assignment in preference of the lien of the at- 
tachment. Julliard v. May, 130 Ill. 87. The question again 
arose upon a similar state of facts except that the attaching 
creditor was a resident of Massachusetts. The court upheld 
the assignment executed in New York. May v. First National 
Bank, 122 Ill. 551. Sheldon, Ch. J., writing the opinion, said: 
“The true rule of public policy is this, that a voluntary assign- 
ment made abroad, inconsistent in substantial respects, with 
our statute, should not be put in execution, to the detriment 
of our citizens; but that for all other purposes, if valid by the 
lex loci, it should be carried fully into effect.” In that case 
the assignor being a resident of New York, the creditor a resi- 
dent of Massachusetts attaching property having its situs in 
Illinois, the question was squarely presented. 

So in a late case in Pennsylvania it was held that a resi- 
dent of a foreign State could not by an attachment in Penn- 
sylvania obtain a lien paramount to that of an assignee’s title 
under an assignment executed by a citizen of another State. 
The rule rests upon interstate comity, and the courts will 
make no discrimination by allowing citizens of other States to 
invoke the aid of such courts to defeat ‘the assignment; only 
domestic creditors can question its validity. Long v. Girg- 
wood, 150 Pa. St. 413. 

The Federal courts have been considered as ‘taking a con- 
trary view on this subject of domicile, and as allowing all 
creditors, both domestic and foreign, to invoke ‘the law of ithe 
situs against the validity of the assignment when there was a 
conflict--Green v. Van Buskirk, 72 U. S. © Wall.) 307: bk. 
18 L. ed. 599; s. c. 74 U. S. (7 Wall.) 159; bk. 19 L. ed. 109,— 
but in a late case before the U. S. Supreme Court, Chief Jus- 
tice Fuller reviews and discusses att length the decisions hold- 
ing the same principle as the Illinois courts just mentioned, 
and seems to favor that view. But all this discussion was 
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unnecessary for the decision; the real point for decision was, 
whether the assignment was in conflict with the laws of Utah. 
The court held that it was not, and when that was deter- 
mined the whole case was decidej, and the discussion as to 
the residence of the altttaching creditors was obiter dictum. 
Notwithstanding this decision, the question In the Uniited 
States Courts is an open one yet ‘to be decided; but with a 
eens dictum by ‘the Chief Justice in favor of the Illinois doc- 
trine. 


In many States it is the settled rule of law that only 
domestic creditors can invoke the lex rei sitae in opposition 
to the validity of the foreign assignment. Frank v. Babbitt, 
155 Mass. 114; Julliard v. May, supra; May v. First National 
Bank, supra; Green v. Wallis Iron Works, 49 N. J. Eq. 48; 
Thurston v. Rosenthal, 42 Mo. 474; Halstead v. Strauss, 32 
Fed, Rep. 279; Bently v. Whitmore, 19 N. J. Eq. (4 C. E. Gr.) 
462; Bryan v. Brisbain, 26 Mo. 423. 

In New York and some other States a contrary view is 
firmly established. It is a general rule in this State that a 
foreign creditor rightfully in the courts of this State may en- 
force his remedy to the same extent, in the same manner, and 
with the same jriority of lien as a citizen of this State. Hi- 
bernia National Bank v. Lacombe, 4 N. Y. 367, which is a 
leading case on the subject. And this rule applies to foreign 
creditors coming into this State to invoke the aid of our courts 
against a foreign general assignment which is repugnant to 
the policy of our law. Barth v. Backus, 140 N. Y. 230; see 
statement of fucts above. In this case it was urged that the 
attaching creditors stood in no better position than 
the creditors from whom the took title, who were res- 
idents of Wisconsin, the State in which the ass gnment 
was made, and hence were bound by tne assignment; but 
the court, Chief Justice Andrews writing the opinion, held 
that the attachment were liens paramount to the title of the 
assignee under the assignment, assuming that the attach- 
ment creditors stood in no better position than the Wisconsin 
creditars, and quoted approvingly from the Hibernia National 
Bank case as follows: “A foreign creditor rightfully in the 
courts of this State, pursuing a remedy given by the statutes 
of the State, may enforce that remedy to the same extent, 
in the same manner and with the same priority of lien as a 
citizen of the State.’’ To the same effect are Warner y. Jaf- 
fray, supra; Keller v. Paine, supra. 

The foregoing is the rule adopted in Maryland, Connecti- 
cut, South Carolina, Minnesota, New Hampshire, Iowa and 
Maine. Brwn vy. Smart, 69 Md. 327; Paine v. Lester, 44 Conn. 
196: First Nataional Bank of Rockville v. Walker. 61 Conn. 
154; ex parte Dickinson, 29 S. C. 453; Jenks v. Ludden, 34 
Minn. 482; Kidder v. Tuffts, 48 N. H. 121; Moore v. Church, 70 
a gee Boston Iron Co. v. Boston Locomotive Works, 51 

e. 591. 

This is said to be the strictly logical dictrine. The Con- 
stitution of the United States provides that “The citizens of 
each State shall be entitled to the privileges and immunitiés 
of citizens in the several States.” U. S. Constitution, Art. 4, 
Sec. 2. The New York doctrine accords to a non-resident cred- 
itor who invokes the aid of our courts and complies with all 
the requirements of the law, a right paramount to that of a 
non-resident debtor who utterly ignores the policy of the law 
ard seeks ‘to transfer his estate by a conveyance at variance 
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with the laws of the State where the property is situated. If 
in any case, by interstate comity or courtesy, the courts of 
one State oughit to recognize an assignment in conflict with 
the policy of thé law, tkere would seem to be a greater reason 
why they should recognize and enforce the rights of a non- 
resident creditor who voluntarily comes into that State, in- 
vokes the aid of its courts, submits to its remedy, and com- 
plies with its laws. It is a choice between non-residents; one 
seeks to avoid the law of the situs in transferring his property 
by an assignment in conflict thereto, the other voluntarily in- 
vokes its eid, submits to its remedies and complies with all 
its provisions. To which should comity accord the better 
right? The court, in Jenks v. Ludden, commenting on the 
Illinois doctrine, above referred ‘to, denominates it as “narrow 
and provincial, and og questionable constitutionality.’’—Albany 
Law Journal. 








WOMEN AS JUDGES. 


Perhaps the only instance in the history of the courts of 
America where a f2male sat on the bench with 'the presiding 
judge in a criminal trial occurred in Memphis, Tenn. 

The occasion referred to was not so long ago but that a 
great many people now living remember the circumstances very 
well. 

Judge Douglass then presided on the bench of the Criminal 
Court, and the ladies, for there were two of them, who aided 
him to administer justice in the case of wide notoriety involv- 
ing the rights of a woman to protect herself against the iniquity 
of a man, were Mrs. Niles Meriwether and Mrs. Elizabeth 
Saxon. Both these ladies were conspicuous in Memphis social 
and literary circles, and both had done work in the fields of 
literature that had gained for them the recognition and appre- 
ciation of critics all over this country, and perhaps on two con- 
tinents. 

It was in the year 1885. Emma Norment was arraigned 
for trial on a charge of murder in the first degree, her victim 
being one Henry Arnold. The circumstances of the case were 
something like this: Emma and Henry had been engaged to 
be married, and Henry had taken advantage of the affections 
of the fair Miss Norment. While Miss Norment rested secure 
in the certainty that her affections were returned, one day she 
learned that Henry had brought home another bride. Procur- 
ing a revolver, Miss Norment went to Arnold’s place of busi- 
ness, fired one shot, and left him dead on the floor of his store. 

Of course. such an occurrence excited a great sensation. 
The right of a woman to revenge herself for the perfidy of a 
man in such a case was argued with great heat by men and 
women of all parts of the country to which the story of the 
sensational homicide had been carried. The ladies were par- 
ticularly stanch in their support of the woman in this case. 
When the trial came on in the Criminal Court Judge J. M. 
Greer appeared as counsel for the woman. The Criminal Court 
room of Shelby County never contained such large and excited 
crowds as attended this trial. Women and men forced them- 
selves forward to catch a view of the principals in the trial 
and to hear the minutest details of the evidence and the argu- 
ments as they were unfolded before the judge and jury. A 
couple of ladies who evinced particular interest in the case 
were Mrs, Meriwether and Mrs. Saxon. These two ladies every 
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day attended court and sat as near as possible to the fair de- 
fendant, their purpose being to extend to their fellow woman 
in trouble their sympathy and their support. The crowds 
wedged the courtroom so closely that the lawyers, the de- 
fendant and her sympathizers were crowded close up to the 
table prepared for persons engaged in the trial, and the crush 

me so great that Judge Douglass, in his gallant way, in- 
vited Mrs. Meriwether and Mrs. Saxon to take a seat on the 
bench beside him. They did so, and there was presented a 
spectacle of .a gray-haired judge sitting in judgment upon a 
trial involving the life of a woman, flanked on either side by 
@ lady, to one or tle other of whom from. time 
to time he turned for consultation and for advice. 
The scenes in the courtroom in addition to the spec- 
tacle presented by the bench were of an unusual and an ex- 
traordinary character. Frequently cheers were sent up and 
again groans were emitted by the audience, as their sympathies 
were worked upon for or against the woman upon trial. The 
speech by Judge Greer in defense of the woman was one of 
the remarkable features of the case. In the midst of the most 
pathetic and affecting address, the judge lifted his voice and 
sang from beginning to end the four stanzas of the well-known 
revival hymn, “Ninety and Nine.” It seems that Judge Greer, 
just previous to this occasion, had attended a meeting held by 
Moody and Sankey, the famous revivalists, in Avery Chapel, 
which was attended by some five thousand negroes and possibly 
a half-dozen white people, in the course of which meetng Moody 
spoke on the subject of the “Lost Sheep,” and Sankey sang, in 
his pathetic way, this same hymn, “Ninety and Nine.” The 
events of the revival meeting had so impressed themselves 
upon Judge Greer’s mind that his speech to the jury in the 
Norment murder case was to a large extent framed on lines of 
Moody’s sermon and Sankey’s song. It is safe to say, too, that 
Judge Greer, in his individual efforts, came near equaling the 
performance of the combined revival aggregation represented 
by Moody and his co-laborer, Sankey. 


When the evidence was all in, the arguments to the jury 
concluded and the judge’s charge delivered, the jury, after a 
brief consultation, returned into the courtroom, tears coursing 
down the cheeks of each man, and rendered a verdict of not 
guilty; the woman went free. 








REORGANIZATION OF THE SUPREME COURT 
OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. James M. Ashley contributes to the October Arena an 
article in advocacy of the reorganization of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

He quotes an amendment to Article III. of the national 
Constitution that he introduced in Congress in 1869, which is 
in substance that the judges of both the Supreme and District 
ccurts shall hold their offices for twenty years, though neither 
shall act after he shall have reached the age of 70 years; and 
that after appointment and qualification he shall be ineligible 
to any office under the national Government except promotion 
in the Judicial Department. Thus their intellects would not 
be weakened by old age, nor their opinions biased by the glit- 
ter of the Presidency. 


Mr. Ashley says that he held then and he holds now that 
the power conceded by law and custom to the Supreme Court 
of declaring an act of Congress unconstitutional by the vote 
of a majority of a quorum is a menace to democratic govern- 
ment, and that no law of Congress should thus be vetoed by a 
mere majority of the court. The utmost extent to which he 
would be willing to go, in reorganizing the court and defining 
its powers and duties, would be to authorize it, when a full 
bench was present, to suspend by a two-thirds vcte an act of 
Congress (because of its a'leged unconstitutionality) until it 
could be reconsidered by Congress with 'the opinion of the court 
before them. If after reconsideration, the Congress again 
passed the act, it should remain a law, the opinion of two- 
thirds of the court to the contrary notwithstanding. Otherwise, 
the rule should be made imperative requiring a unanimous 
vote of a full bench to declare a law unconstitutional. “Any- 
thing short of this is a mockery, and a surrender of the na- 
tion’s sovereignty to the majority of the supreme courts.” 


Mr. Ashley is evidently not a blind believer in the infalli- 
ility of this “august tribunal,’”’ and recalls the fact that the 
court affirmed the constitutionality of the famous alien and 
sedition laws and attempt2d to make it as sacred as the Con- 
stitution itself. But for the prompt and vigorous protest of the 
people, that law, had it been retained on the statute books 
and enforced, would have destroyed everywhere within our na- 


tional jurisprudence, the liberty of the press and the freedom 
of speech. 


The editor of the New Orleans States says, by way of com- 
ment upon Mr. Ashley’s article, that “he might have cited a 
number of instances where the judges were appointed because 
it was known beforehand that they would be subservient 
lackeys of the appointing rower. It is preposterous to pretend 
that a seat on the Supreme bench would so change and purify 
@ man’s nature as to place him above all political or personal 
considerations. Mr. Jefferson never indulged such a fancy, 
and evidenced a profound knowledge of mankind when he said: 
‘The Federal judiciary were an irresponsible body of crafty 
sappers and miners, who, slyly and without causing alarm, were 
laying the foundation for the destruction of the Constitution in 
@ way open force would not dare to attempt.’ ” 








Mr. Ashley very well says that if this court is to have an 
absolute veto upon the acts of Congress by declaring them 
null and void at pleasure, and the people recognize such power 
as legally lodged in these judges without the right of appeal, 
then, indeed, the court becomes the supreme sovereign power 
of the nation, greater than the chief courts of England, which 
are controlled by a Parliament elected by the people. 

The “States” say that the claim is constantly being made 
that ours is “a government by the people,” and yet four old 
gentlemen in long gowns can nullify any act of Congress and 
thus override the will of the people, who are theoretically, the 
supreme power of the land; worse still, a subordinate officer 
in the Treasury Department can do the same thing. And 
there is a paradox here. While the Supreme judges can at their 
will dominate Congress, the latter has the power to impeach 
and depose them from office. 

But the trouble is that neither Congress nor the people can 
undo the mischief ‘that these “four old gentlemen’ may have 
done. 

What Mr. Ashley points out in his statesmanlike article is 
that the people have no remedy for the mistakes which one 
of the co-ordinate branches of their government—the Judiciary 
—may fall into. Some one of our delegatiom to the next Na- 
tional Democratic Convention could not occupy himself better 
than to get this matter into shape for incorporation into the 
Democratic platform. The people are tired and disgusted with 
the same old platitudes; they want new life, new blood ,and 
new ideas in the platform of ‘the real people’s party, the De- 
mccracy. 

Mr. Ashley says: 

“It is a fallacy to assume that the members of this court 
are purer or better or wiser than vther men. I have known 
gentlemen who professed to believe that even a partison, after 
his appointment to the Supreme bench, was transformed when 
he put on the judicial robes and became by some supernatural 
influence a mild-mannered; unambitious man, who would do no 
wrong and could make but few, if any, mistakes, and that it 
would be quite safe to intrust him with the interpretation of 
all law and the Constitution. I have a proper respect for the 
ability and purity of our highest court, but it is a respect born 
of knowledge which observation and experience have given 
me. In my opinion the human nature of no member of the court 
was ever materially changed by an appointment ‘to that i- 
tion. If he has been a partisan before his appointment, he 
remained a party man on the bench. If he were a Presidential 
aspirant, he continued his plotting as before. Let the reader 
recall the votes of the Supreme Court judges during the Hayes 
and Tilden contest before the electoral commission and he will 
recognize the truth of which I write. In this case, although 
clothed with the ermine, they were still men of like passions 
and partisan bias with ourselves.” 








HONEST FAILING DEBTORS—EFFECTING JUST 
SETTLEMENTS. 


BY THOMAS W. HARRIS. 


While a great deal of agitation is now pending among 
eredit-men, looking toward organization for the purpose of 
tringing about a revision of existing laws, so that the creditor 
sill have better protection, should not some thought be given 
to the debtor? 

In an article in your July number a careful compilation 
of statistics of causes for the past four years shows that 
about eight per cent. of all failures were fradulent; this is 
small, and would seem infinitesimal when one takes into con- 
sideration that hardly a failure occurs without some creditor 
charges the debtor with being a fraud; in fact that epithet, 
or a similar one, 1s made by nearly all creditors when a fail- 
ure is reported, and always in those cases where preferences 
have been given, judgments confessed, or billa of sale pro- 
duced. How few are those who have ever considered that a 
are can be honest, when any or all of the above conditions 
exist. 

It has been my experience, based upon twenty years of 
service in adjusting insolvency matters, that the creditors 
of to-day are responsible for the present condition; 1. e., the 
increase of fraudulent failures, and particularly the slight 
chance of any dividend coming from an insolvent estate, and 
when any does come of its being very small. When we con- 
sider that 95 per cent. of all merchants fail, we must know 
that many are the cases where the debtor would willingly 
have stopped, and submitted his condition to his creditors if 
he beHeved there was the slightest chance of obtaining an 
equal and fair settlement, but he must have an assignment 
rrepared to file, even when he asks an extension, for fear that 
one creditor in hts desire to get the better of the other 
creditors will refuse to sign his extension, and ask for a 
day’s delay, and he knows that when he has left the build-" 
ing the credit-man will rush to his attorneys with an order 
to attach, replevin, etc. 

In most cases the debtor, knowing that a good season may 
pull him through, goes on looking for that good season, but 
lacking that most essential of ali business qualifications, an 
easy mind, is handicapped by worry, and the extra good sea- 
son does not come. The debtor now finds himself worse off 
than ever, seeks his relatives and friends, borrows their cash, 
puts it into his business and gives it to his creditors, still look- 
ing for the good season, which, if it comes, he is now unable 
to take advantage of, finding that he can borrow no more 
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and Hes down, protecting his cash creditors by a confession 
of judgment, etc. Nothing is now left to the general creditor 
and no offer of settlement is made and the debtor takes a 
situation or starts again under some other name by obtaining 
@ loan from those he has protected. If that debtor had had 
reason to beleve that his creditors (I mean all of them) would 
have accepted a settlement, he would not Lave waited until 
he became a hopeless wreck, but would have settled, and when 
he tried again, with what little he had left, knowing from past 
experience how to steef clear of the rocks, would become 
successful and demonstrate his honesty by paying up when 
he could. This theory is not utopian. Men have been known 
to do it, but no man can do it so covered with judgments that 
his credit is absolutely dead and gone. 

The knowledge that the chance of securing a settlement 
in most cases is an impossibility, is, I repeat, the cause of 
the most serious disasters at present in the commercial world. 
Commercial blackmail grows more each year in our business 
community. The “high-toned” and reputable merchant whose 
name is the synonym of honor, deliberately and wilfully says 
to the debtor when he asks him to settle, “How far have you 
progressed? Come and see me when you are nearly through,” 
and when that time comes again says, “It wouid be a pity to 
have this settlement fall through for a few hundred dollars,” 
or in cases of magnitude, “for a few thousands. I won't set- 
tle unless I receive about twice as much as the others.” But, 
gays the debtor, “I am offering every dollar I can pay.” “Go 
to your relatives and friends and borrow from them,” says 
the creditor, and the debtor repeats “I have got all they can 
give me.” “Well, then,” says the creditor, “if you don’t make 
this settlement you cannot realize from your estate enough 
to pay half as much as you offer. Gothen to some of the 
larger creditors and say to them if this settlement fails it 
means a great loss to them, and they will subscribe enough 
or agree to take as much less aga will pay to purchase my 
claim.” Is this not pure and simple blackmail? Commercial 
blackmail we will call it, amd many are the cases that I can 
cite where commercial blackmail has resulted in the loss to 
general creditors of 50 per cent. cf what they would have re- 
ceived if a settlement was effected. Again, I say it is most 
noticeable that each year shows that the percentage of offers 
of settlement are diminishing, and solely] because of the al- 
most utter impossibility of a settiement being put through 
when all creditors share equally. What is more astounding is 
the fact that the greater the offer the more difficult it is to 
get the same through, while, on the contrary, those who run 
away or show nothing whatever can oftentimes succeed in 
making a 10 per cent, settlement. In the latter cases it is that 
or nothing which determines the situation. 

All debtors are the best fellows in the commmercial world 
until they fail; they are wined, dined, introduced to the 
merchant's family and friends, and nothing is left undone to 
secure sufficient friendship so that the obligation may be in- 
creased, as long as payments on acount are made. 

There is only one remedy for the present situation, and that 
is a National Bankruptcy Law, wherein all are fairly treat- 
ed, the creditor and the debtor being alike protected, com- 
pelling the debtor to pay all he can, and compelling the credi- 
tor, when everything about the debtor is shown to be clear, to 
give the debtor a clear bill o1 health and allow him to get 
upon his feet, and not be kept down because of a few, who, 
“dog in the manger like,” refuse to settle after 75 per cent., and 
in numerous cases, 95 per cent. of the rest of their fellow cred- 
itors have agreed upon a compromise. 

It has never needed en argument to prove that the debtor 
can realize more from the stock and accounts than either 
the receiver, the assignee or the Sheriff, and case after case 
can be cited where the debtor was absolutely honest and not 
allowed to regain his feet. 

Equitable laws will give the man who werks his fingers 
off to pay his debts an opportunity when he can stand no 
longer, and when this result is accomplished then gauge him 
by the use he makes of the chance given him. Do not let him 
sink into the clerkship. Do not want or expect his relatives 
and friends to bankrupt themselv2s in paying your claim— 
common sense teaches you they will not, and, above and be- 
yond all, don’t levy commercial blackmail. Let us all work 
to the end that Congress may see the necessity of.the protec- 
don of everybody by the prompt passage of a National Bank- 
ruptcy bill—Lawyer and Credit-Man. 








MODERN LAW TREATISES—WHAT THEY ARE 
AND WHAT THEY SHOULD BE. 


Under the title of “Modern Law Treatises; What They Are 
and What They Should Be,” Mr. Frederick H. Bacon of St. 
Louis, Mo., writes interestingly in the currrent number of the 
American Law Review... Mr. Bacon ig the author of a stout 
volume on “Benefit Societies and Life Insurance,” and knows 
well the pangs of authorship, though he may not be familiar 
with its disappointments. Mr. Bacon (declares that the modern 
law treatises are dividable into three classes, which he dis- 
cusses as follows: “A survey of the shelves of a modern law 
Nbrary leads to the conclusion that the treatises are di- 
vided into three classes. The first is composed of what may 
be called the “classics of the profession,” which receive rever- 
¢nt consideration from nearly every lawyer and _ student. 
Among these we number, of course, Blackstone, Kent’s Com- 
mentaries, Greenleaf on Evidence, Story’s Fquity. and Wash- 
burn’s Real Property. The list might, with justice, be con- 








siderably extended, but it is umnecessary to mention more 
than a few. 

“The second class consists of the works of what might be 
termed ‘one-book authors. Among these come Benjamin on 
Sales, Drake on Attachment, and a few others not necessary 
to enumerate. These books are produced by men who felt 
that they must write to relieve their minds, saturated with 
the law of one subject. The work was consequently done well 
as a rule, and the books have been received with favor. 

“All the remaining books make up the third class, and of 
these some are good, some bad, and some indifferent. Many 
are like the little girl—very, very good when they are good, 
and ‘horrid’ when they are bad.” 

Mr. Bacon says truly that “Law-book writing is at the 
present time a profession, and several well-known authors 
have prepared treatises (7?) on nearly every branch of the law. 
Typewriters are prolific. In the old days of the goose quill or 
pencil the work was not done so rapidly; but.now, when 
stenographers and writing machines are at hand, it is not a 
difficult task to produce a volume in a very short space of 
time, and without any undue mental exertion. The authors 
of these modern law bocks proceed on many different theories. 
Probably most of them may not unjustly be termed hack 
writers, who write so many pages for so much money. They 
go to their task with an indifference as to the result, provided 
the work meets with the approval of the employer. We know 
ot at least three law books compiled by a minister of the 
gospel who had never been admitted to the bar. Then there 
are those who consider that a law treatise should be merely 
an improved digest of the various decisions; and, with the 
material at their command and by dictation, they quickly 
produce a fine large volume, sometimes containing a great 
many cases on a great many subjects—and their productions 
are not entirely valuless to the working lawyer. 

“Another class of writers is composed of theorists. These 
are often learned men, but they know nothing of active prac- 
tice. They deem it entirely unnecessary to give all the cases, 
but propose to cover the subject, so far as theories and doc- 
trines are concerned, only supporting their views with suf- 
ficient cases to make them plausible. Some of the textbook 
writers consider that ccndensation is the greatest merit a book 
can possess, and their productions read like the utterances of 
the Delphi oracle, or the proverbs of Solomon. The trouble 
with using such works is that the lawyer never knows what 
cases exist taking opposite views to those advanced by the 
author. 

. - 7 6 s o 6 e eo a a 


“That the existing law treatises have grave faults is un- 
doubtedly true. Perhaps the most common defect ts the 
rasty manner in which they have been written. We were told 
not long ago, by a promirent lawyer, that he watched with 
interest the process of evolution of one of the latest text- 
books. The writer simply provided himself with all the other 
books that had been written on the subject, called in @& 
stenographer, dictated th- text in his own language and copied 
in the citations from one of the oldest publications on the 
same subject. In this volume no cases later than from six to 
ten years before the time of writing were cited, and the author 
did not trouble himself to examine authorities or consult 
opinions. Having occasion, not long ago, to examine one of 
the latest textbooks in regard to a voint involved in a legal 
proceeding, we were unable to find any cases whatever therein 
cited bearing on the question. Upon running over the digests, 
bowever, we found no less than twelve, none of which were 
cited in this modern production. It follows that the great 
trouble with the modern textbooks is that they are superficial. 
How can they be otherwise when they are machine-made? 
Proper investigation and thought have not been given to the 
subject, but the head-notes of cases, references and digests 
are taken as true; and, so long as the boow has the appearance 
of giving a great many cases, and stating the law with the 
proper attractions of catch-werds and typographical embel- 
lighments, the author and publisher are both satisfied. We 
doubt not that if some bookworm would take any of the 
modern treatises and subject them to thorough and careful 
analysis ard investigation, he would find, as the practitioner 
often does, that many cases are omitted and the principles 
wrongly stated. 

“Another fault with the wodern textbook, as the natural 
consequences of their mode of preparation, is inaccuracy. The 
doctrines of law are so complicated and so dependent upon 
other principles, and the facts of different cases vary to such 
an extent, that it requires careful thought to determine what 
principles really govern, and how they cam be accuratey 
stated. The law-book writer hastily reading some supposed 
leading cases, and, perhaps, failing to discover some other 
one where the subject has been more carefully considered, is 
unable to lay down the law precisely as it is. 

“It is, of course, easier to find fault than it is to do the 
work: and we would not have any one suppose that we are 
insensible to the labor that has been spent, often most con- 
scientiously, in the preparation of law books. A great many 
of the modern treatises are thorough in their citations, and, 
if the lawyer is not too busy to verify the citations or discover 
pertinent p by thoroughly reading the book, he will 
have before him pretty nearly all the cases which bear on the 
subject he has in hand.” 

Mr. Bacon heartily agrees with the views heretofore ex- 
pressed in the American Lawyer regarding the method in 
which law books should be written, and expresses a wish for 
“an ideal law treatise to be prepared at least on each of the 
leading subjects, which would meet more nearly the require- 
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ments of the profession. We are aware of the fact that law- 
beok writing is most laborious and makes the most exacting 
demands upon the person, who, from necessity or choice,, 
engages in the work, and then at the end the reward is small. 
Nevertheless, we believe that the writer who conscientiously 
desires to benefit the profession and to give them the greatest 
assistance will in his work comply with the following re- 
quirements, which an ideal treatise should possess: 

“Such a work must, of all things, be accurate and thorough. 
It is absurd, as every practicing lawyer knows, for an author 
to suppose that any lawyer can omit any cases from his book 
as unimportant; nor can he fail to mention any principle laid 
down by any court as too truvual or unimportant. We doubt 
if two cases ever existed where the facts were precisely the 
same; and, while certain principles may be true in the absiract, 
a different state of facts may render them inapplicable. 

“Tt follows that no case must be omitted from any text-book 
that aims to give all of the law relating to a given subject. So 
far as the method of citation goes, we believe that the principles 
should be laid down as nearly as possible in the language of 
the opinion of the court, and, if necessary, verified by extracts 
from other supporting cases, so that the reasons for conclusions 
arrived at may fully appear. In law, as in nearly everything 
else, it is necessary to give reasons for conclusions, and to show 
logically that the conclusions are justified by the premises. 
In citing the cases in the notes, of course those considered 
less important should be given last, and the author should dis- 
tinguish between the decisions that have been generally fol- 
lowed and those that seem rather individual in their con- 
clusions. The law textbook, more than any other, should be 
analytical. The style of the treatise should be lucid, so that 
no doubt may arise as to the exact meaning of the rule stated 
nor the exact reasons for the conclusions arrived at. There 
must be no suspicion of ambiguity or uncertainty.” 

The writer rightly assumes that “such a law treatise re- 
quires a prodigious amount of work,” and adds: ‘Before en- 
gaging in it, the author should be satisfied that he has a 
peculiar fitness for the work in hand, and must, in fact, be 
well adapted by temperament and habits for impartial, 
thorough and exact investigation. Such a task requires a 
long period of preparation—even the studies of twenty years. 
The subject must be all gone over time and time again, and, 
before any work is done in actual text-writing, the author 
should have carefully prepared a thorough analysis of the sub- 
ject, in all its phases and in all its forms, following out all its 
ramifications. His work will be like the steel framework of a 
great structure, which stands massive, and strong, and com- 
plete, before the outside wall is built, or the interior furnish- 
ings prepared. When the writer has thus prepared his analy- 
sis, saturated himself with the subject until he can think of 
nothing else; when he has on his mind a clear, though pos- 
sibly general, idea of all that the question involves, he should 
begin the work of writing the text, being first perfectly clear 
in his own mind as to what he wants to say and how he pro- 
poses to say it. He should present, as we have said, the 
reasons, as well as the principles, and should make sure that 
no cases are omitted in his consideration of the matter. 

“Two other important requirements must aiso be observed. 

The first is an artistic and orderly arrangement of the text 
into chapters, sections, and paragraphs, co that each branch 
of the subject will be treated sequentially and at the proper 
time and place. There should be a concise analysis of each 
chapter, and the various sections should indicate their con- 
tents through bold text catchwords. The index must be most 
thorough, indicating, without too many cross-references, the 
contents of the book, so that the reader may find what he is 
looking for.” 
. These are exacting requirements; but why should not 
the profession demand of the law-book writer that he be both 
competent and give sufficient time to the preparation of his 
work, so that it will be of real value to the practitioner? Law 
books are intended for the members of the profession, and to 
save them the labor of individual investigation in each case; 
their primary object is not, as many suppose, to make money 
for the writer or wealth for the publishers, although that 
‘would be the natural result if the work was thorough and 
possessed the desired qualifications of thoroughness and ac- 
curacy. 








‘DAMAGES FOR DEATH IN NEW YORK—NEW 
CONSTITUTION. 





The provision of the new Constitution (New York) declaring 
that the amount recoverable for damages for injuries resulting 
in death shall not be limited by statute is prospective enly. So 
held by the Court of Appeals, in tlie case of Isola v. Weber, de- 
cided the first of last month. 

In the per curiam opinion, it is said: ‘“‘The question here 
“ 4nvolves the question whether sec. 18, Article 1, of the new Con- 

stitution operates retrospectively and affects causes of action 
accrued before it went into effect. The language of that pro- 
visien is: ‘The right of action now existing to recover dam- 
ages for injuries resulting in death shall never be abrogated, 
and the amount recoverable shall not be subject to any stat- 
utory limitation.’ At Special Term Judge Pryor denied the 
motion to amend upon the ground that the constitutional pro- 
vision was prospective only and did not operate upon causes of 
action antedating its own existence. The General Term reversed 
and granted the amendment, and the defendants’ appeal from 
that order. The same question at nearly the same time came 








before the General Term of the first department, which held 
that the provision did not operate retrospectively. We think 
that conclusion was correct (Reilly v. Utah, N. & C. Stage Co., 
34 N. Y. Supp. 358), and adopt the reasoning of the opinion by 
Follett, J., in that case as sufficient expression of our own 
views.” 

It is held by the Court of Appeals of New York, im the case 
of Sanford v. Commercial Travelers’ Mut. Accident Assoc., that 
a stipulation in an accident policy that the differences between 
the insured and the company shall be tried only by a referee is 
void as against public policy. The court say: “Such a provis- 
ion, if beneficial to the company at all, can only be so through 
superseding the law established for the trial of actions and 
compelling the beneficiary practically to submit an issue, That 
is vicious, for tending to limit the court having cognizance of 
the action in its jurisdiction, and for militating against the 
constituticnal provision which secures to a party the right of 
trial by jury. The cases cited in the opinion below abun- 
dantly show that a general covenant to submit any differences 
that may arise in the performance of a contract, or under an 
executory agreement, is a nullity. In the case of The Presi- 
dent., etc., D. & H. Canal Co. v. Pennsylvania Coal Co., 50 N. 
Y. 250, where that proposition was so stated, Judge Allen, in 
his opinion, was inclined to questiom the rule if res nova; but 
he regarded it as too well established to be now questioned. 
The rule, in its application to such a case as this, seems to 
me, however, to be well supported by reason. The defendant 
is a corporation which owes its existence to the laws of this 
State, and to which has been granted the right to do busi- 
ness of insuring the lives of individuals. The dictates of a 
sound public policy would seem to require that its contracts 
of insurance, while providing every wise and reasonable re- 
striction, should not compel the individual who seeks to insure 
his Hfe, to submit, as a condition of obtaining that insurance, 
to conditions which are in violation of constitutional rights. 
Such a provsion in the policy has no reasonable relation to the 
contract of insurance. Its insertion is unnecessary to the pro- 
tection of the insurance company, and may be regarded, there- 
fore, as an unimportant provision. I think we may safely base 
the reason for the application of this rule upon the proposi- 
tion that public policy is opposed to the enforcement of an 
agreement which supersedes the law and deprives the individ- 
= of the protection which it was designed and framed to af- 
ord. 








THE FACTS IN THE CASE. 


The law students of Rochester, N. Y., were recently given 
a rare treat, seasoned with chunks of wisdom and practical 
experience, by Hon. William A. Sutherland. He addressed 
about forty law students in the Special Term room, on the 
seventh floor of the Powers Building, and talked to them 
for about an hour on “The Facts in the Case.” It was not a 
dry, tiresome lecture, by any means, but an informal talk, 
in which a lawyer of experience told those who are but just 
beginning their labors, what will count most with them to- 
ward the success which they crave. It was an address which 
must have been of the utmost interest to any person, whether 
engaged in the study of law or not, for it was characterized 
by informality and spice sufficient to fascinate the most phleg- 
inatic person. 

The speaker impressed on his hearers as one of the first 
requirements to success in the practice of law, a knowledge 
of human nature, and as the prime necessity, if they would 
make a success of dealing with facts, that they first know 
perfectly the law, by which they would be able to cope with 





‘the knotty problems and the additional and antagonistic facts 


which might arise. The talk was full of anecdotes and inci- 
dents in the life of the speaker, and must ‘shave been a great 
assistance and encouragement to the young men who were 
privileged to listen to it. 

Mr. Sutherland said in part: 

“A case well pleaded is half tried. There is no business 
in the world that so requires th> exercise of intellectual hon- 
esty as the practice of the law. You can’t be a safe guide to 
your client unless your mind works squarely, clearly, honestly. 
The highest skill in cross-examination must be exercised in 
your private office with your client. He does not know the 
law. He would not need your assistance if he did. He does 
not know the meaning of all the facts within his knowledge. 
There is scarce a lawsuit tried wherein the attorney does 
not discover that there are many things he might have proved 
had he only known them. : 

“The successful operation is brought about by reading 
what is going on in the other’s mind. You must look behind 
the mask. You have got to do this in order to be a success- 
ful lawyer. No book will teach it to you. There. is no teacher 
like experience. That is the great element of a _ successful 
lawyer, the ability to read the minds of men. Study to put 
your questions to your client so as to call out in the most 
concise manner the facts. And then for heaven’s sake stop. 
—— you have proved your case there is danger in proceed- 
ng 


“There is even greater danger in cross-examining the other 
side. It is well to know when to stop cross-examining. It is 
well to know when not to cross-examine at all. There is dan- 
ger of driving him to make his case all the stronger. Some 
professional witnesses just wait for the cross-examination to 
drive it in. Juries usually take a woman to their hearts, 
metaphorically speaking. If you show any unkindness, brisk- 
ness or ungentleness in cross-examining her you are done for. 
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By JOHN D. LAWSON, LL.D. 
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This book is constructed u a plan similar to the work on CONTRACTS by the same author, and deals altogether with PRINCIPLES. It treats of BAILMENTS 
erally—of the EXCEPTIONAL BAILMENTS, such as CARRIERS OF GOODS and INNKEEPERS, and of those modern QUASI BAILEES ; the CARRIER OF PASSENGERS, the 
ELEGRAPH, the TELEPHONE, and the PASSENGER ELEVATOR. Every Professor lecturing on this subject has realized the necessity for a modern and satisfactory 
Text Book for class purposes. Probably no one subject in the Law Schools curriculum has been so noticeably slighted. 
Every LAWYER will NEED IT because there is NO OTHER satisfactory book on the subject. 


Every JUDGE wi'l find use for it, because it is a labor-saving medium, for the Author succintly states the principles of the law adduced from an exhaustive ex- 


amination of authorities, and a citation of aLL THE CASES BROUGHT DOWN TO DATE, supporting his text. 





“In summing up the facts don’t try to twist and distort 
them. You can’t hope to win the confidence of jurors or of 
courts if you don’t tell them the truth. There is always some- 
thing to be said and said truthfully about both sides of the 
case. Jurors are usually honest and intelligent and they will 
see through a falsehood. The prime thing is to know how to 
reach the mind of the other man and take possession of it. 
There are lawyers who talk for themselves when they have 
been paid to speak for their clients. It is better for the jury 
to be impressed with the cause than with the eloquence of the 
speaker. Self-effacement is the rule from the first to last. 
Reputation is a fleeting thing. There is not one here to-night 
who can name twenty lawyers prominent fifty years ago. We 
pass into forgetfulness as the farmer and the merchant and 
the hackdriver, and when we appear before another tribunal 
from which there is no appeal it will be better for us to have 
done our quty by our clients than have sought a little cheap 
glory for ourselves.” ; 








CONFIDENCE IN JURIES. 





In the convictions of Holmes, Durrant and the Taylor 
brothers the United States have taken a long step towards dis- 
proving the assertions so frequently made at home and abroad 
that a conviction in this country was igppossible wherever the 
defendant was able to procure good legal talent. 

From the testimony published in the newspapers, the pub- 
lic as well as the jurors became convinced of the guilt of the 
accused. Because of their brutalities, the murders attracted 
widespread attention, and if the chief purpose in prescribing 
a death penalty is to deter other criminals, the newspapers 
which have given such widespread circulation to the verdicts 
of the jury have done as much for society as did the courts. 

It only remains for the juries to find guilty of murder some 
of the defendants now shamming insanity, in order to thor- 
oughly restore confidence in the courts which deal with great 
crimes' against society. It would appear now that playing 
crazy is the safest defense for a murderer, and since the re- 
cent trials we may confidently expect an increase in this form 
of pleading. The “alibi’’ has been found defective. 

Preaching on the subject of the Durrant trial,a San Fran- 
cisco divine recently said that a lawyer who would defend a 
guilty man, knowing him to be such, was a partaker in his 
crime. This is a view held in common by a large percentage 
of citizens and some lawyers, but, fortunately for the criminal, 
not of all lawyers nor of the law. If all lawyers were to 
deem it their duty to refuse to defend the guilty few guilty 
men would escape and as a usual thing the guilty 
nen who do escape are the ones who. most complete- 
ly admit and confess their guilt to their lawyer. It is 
the guilty client who conceals from his attorney the true state 
of affairs who usually gets the worst of it. All lawyers, how- 
ever, refuse to reveal the confession of a client, and the law 
refuses to permit them to do so, even should they desire to. 








SHOEMAKER—‘* CRIMINAL LAWYER.” 





The Holmes case has been prolific in sensations, but the 
fix in which young lawyer William A. Shoemaker finds him- 
self is deemed by the bench a werning to lawyers everywhere. 
Young Shoemaker is accused of procuring a false affidavit to 
aid Murderer Holmes in procuring a new trial. The Phila- 
delphia judges propose to make an example of Shoemaker, if 
he be guilty. 

Commenting on the case the Brooklyn Eagle says: ‘“Shoe- 
maker may be innocent of the charge of subornation of per- 
jury which has been made against him. He has not yet been 
heard in his own defense. Charitable people say that he has 
fallen into a trap which was set for him. Let us hope so. The 
warning to lawyers which he presents is thait they should 
not be ready to fall into such a trap as has entangled this 
man. He was the senior counsel for H. H. Holmes. No one 
doubts that Holmes is a murderer and that he has killed sev- 
eral people. The evidence against him in the case on which 
te ‘was tried was conclusive enough for the jury ‘to find him 
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guilty. Shoemaker wanted to clear his client. He krew that 
there are many lawyers who win notoriety by saving mur- 
derers from death. He evidently yearned for such distinc- 
tion. He was willing to use whatever means presented them- 
selves to him. Whether or not he was the instigator of the 
forged affidavit on which he tried to get a new tria! is not 
material. The affidavit was forged. The woman who signed 
it received $20 for her part in the transaction, and Shoemaker, 
supposedly knowing these things, used this document in court. 
If all that the District-Attorney said is true, Shoemaker’s zeal 
for success in this case overcame his judgment. He is young. 
If he succeeds in freeing himself from this complication, he 
will not get himself into such trouble again. He should re- 
member that the courts exist for the punishment of the guilty 
and for the protection of society, and that they are not schools 
for the exhibition of the ingenuity of lawyers in devising ways 
to get the guilty free. He should remember that as an officer 
of the court he is an instrument of justice and that the laws 
which provide for the punishment of lawyers are drafted for 
the purpose of impressing men of that profession with a sense 
of their responsibility as citizens and as parts of the ma- 
chinery of justice. 

“The public is interested in this case, because it shows 
that the courts of Pennsylvania at least have a proper sense 
of their mission. This is a country in which law is supreme 
and in which the institutions for initerpreting the law must 
be pure and above reproach. Every judge desires that his 
court shall have the respect and confidence of the people. We 


are glad to say that most courts have that confidence and 
respect. It is encouraging ito all friends of justice and of law 
when a court exhibits a disposition to purge itself as this 
Philadelphia court has done. Of course, we hope that Shoe- 


maker may prove his innocence. If he is not guilty, the vigor 
f the court will deserve greater commendation.” 


of 








BANQUETING A PUBLISHER. 





The Chicago papers give a lengthy account of an informal 
dinner to the bench and bar of Chicago, at the Chicago Ath- 
letic Club, by the publishers of the American and English En- 
cyclopedia of Law. The guest of the evening was James Cock- 
roft, the originator of this work. After the menu had been fin- 
ished, ex-Judge Longenecker, who acted as toastmaster, caused 
much laughter and amusement in the manner in which he in- 
troduced himself and the speakers who followed him. 


The first speaker was James Cockroft, who told in a few 
words how he came to write the “American and English En- 
cyclopedia of Law.” He said that “while resting uneasily in 
a Pullman car some ten years ago on a trip across the conti- 
nent he conceived the idea of arranging all the law books in 
one book similar to the Encyclopedia Britannica. He thought 
how unsatisfactory the common law books were and how few 
citations they made upon points of law which should be more 
thoroughly treated. 

“He tried to have some of the prominent legal writers of 
that time prepare treatises upon some particular subject, and 
in that way he hoped to get together a large encyclopedia 
which would cover every case of law ever heard of or ever 
likely to present itself. The plan proved very unsatisfactory, 
for he could not get the writers, and many scorned the idea of 
such a tremendous undertaking. : 


“Finally, he started to do the thing himself. He worked 
for two days and two nights on the first article, and the third 
day woke up on the floor, where he had fallen from sheer ex- 
haustion. The next day he began work upon another article, 
and in a short time had nearly one-half of a volume written. 
Then the stupendousness of the undertaking dawned upon him 
and he realized that he could not do it alone. 


“He accordingly called to his aid sixty lawyers, who were 
young in years but well versed in points of law, and for the 
past ten years, with the aid of a publishing house which has 
given its entire attention to this work, and the sixty editors, 
he has worked upon the twenty-nine volumes which consti- 
tute the ‘American and English Encyclopedia of Law.’ Such, 
in substance, was the history of the book as told by its au- 
thor, Mr. Cockroft.” 
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ROUGH NOTES, | 


Milwaukee lawyers believe that the day will come when 
the Wisconsin Supreme Court will adopt the policy of the 
United States Supreme Court in the hearing of cases. At the 
‘present time the State Supreme Court proceeds to hear twenty- 
five or thirty cases before it passes on them, and the lawyers 
‘don’t like it because in many instances the court appears to 
have overlooked portions of their arguments and makes no 
reference to them in the opinions. The United States Supreme 
Court meets every afternoon from 1 to 4 o’clock to hear cases. 
‘Then the justices retire to the consultation room, and in the 
morning the opinions are written, while the cases are still fresh 
re their minds. Then on Mondays the opinions are handed 

own. 








In a recent decision the Minneso‘a Supreme Court declares 
that the common law rule making tne husband liable for dam- 
ages for slanderous words uttered by the wife, even though he 
was neither present nor a participant, is not abrogated by 
any statute, and therefore holds good in that State. If a hus- 
band is civilly responsible for slanderous words spoken by his 
wife, on the same principle and logically he is crimially re- 
sponsible. Yet, even in Minnesota, no jury would convict or 
court sentence a husband on this ground, because it is con- 
trary to justice to punish one person for another’s crime. Civil 
responsibility is equally unreasonable and obnoxious, and the 
lawmakers of the State will be derelict in duty if at the first 
opportunity presented they shall fail to abolish it. The rule was 
perhaps good enough when the wife was the husband's chat- 
tel, drudge and slave, but in these days of bloomers, bikes and 
weman’s rights, it is absurd and an anachronism. 





The Supreme Court of Illinois has recently declared uncon- 
stitutional the law requiring the city of Chicago to pay to the 
Washingtonian House 10 per cent. of all moneys received from 
license to sell spirituous liquors. The home was organized to 
care for persons who were committed for misdemeanors caused 
by intoxication or for drunkenness. Over eighteen thousand 
inebriates have, it is said, been cared for im the institution. 
The heme has received 1U per cent. of the excise money for 
many years, and until a year and a half ago, when the City 
‘Treasurer refused to make any further payment. The Supreme 
Court holds that the Constitution of 1870 provides that no 
municipal corporation shal? make gifts to amy private corpora- 
tion. The Washingtonian Home, it is held, is a private corpo- 
ration, and the gift of money to it by the city is forbidden. 
The home sought to obtain the money also on the gound that 
as the city had paid the money each year for many years and 
had received benefits in return, it could not now urge the con- 
——— of the law. The Supreme Court overruled this ob- 

ction. “*e 





Chicago has had a “Parliament of Religion,” and now she 
has “The Militant Church,” if not the Church Militant. 

The Militant Church is an outgrowth of the social settle- 
ment idea, and intends to recognize the fact that there is a 
body of excellent men and women standing between the church 
end the world which ought to be reached in order that their 
energies may be enlisted on the side of humanity. Creed is 
‘to be a secondary matter. Arrangements have been made 
whereby twenty-five lawyers will hold themselves in readiness 
to work with the church in looking after the interests of the 
poor in the courts. 

The church has a Legal Committee, and at a _ recent 
banquet of this committee Luther Laflin Mills and forty law- 
yers and judges were present, and effected a permanent or- 
ganization. At this meeting Luther Laflin Mills offered his 
services, and a resolution was offered that all present sign 
@ paper pledging themselves tc give their services once a 
week during the coming year for the poor. The paper was 
largely signed. Now, this is a move in the right direction. 





The Ohio Supreme Court has recently rebuked a favorite 
method adopted by legislatures of evading the constitutional 
provision requiring the enactment of general laws relating to 
cities. The legislatures ir many States frequently enact laws 
relating to cities having a population of over a certain num- 
ber and less than a certain other number, and this is taken 
as a general law, although there may be only one city having a 
number of inhabitants between those designated in the law. 
The Ohio Legislature passed an act providing for the redis- 
tricting of “every city of the fourth grade of the second class 
which had at the last Federal census a population not less 
than 5,550 and not greater than 5,560, or which at any 
subsequent Federal census may have a population or not less 
than 5,550 and not greater than 5,560.” This was making a 
finer distinction than in the laws usually adopted. The Su- 
preme Court disposes of this attempt to pass a special law 
uncer a falsé guise in a short opinion containing this sentence: 
“‘We discover no reason why cities of the fourth grade of the 
second clase, because at the last Federal census they had a 
population of not less than 5,550 and not greater than 5,560, 
should require exclusive legislation; and the classification of 
such cities in themselves upon such a basis is, in our judg- 
ment, too restrictive, uncertain and illusory, to relieve the act 
from the constitutional infirmity of not being uniform in its 
a throughout the State, but focal and special in its 
craracter.” 





> 


The Supreme Judicial Court of Maine, in the case of Clark 
v. Boston & Maine R. Co., recently decided, declare that the 
rule that a person must not cross a railray track without stop- 
ping, looking or listening has its limitations. The court say: 
“A railroad crossing is a place of danger, and a traveler ap- 
proaching one is bound to exercise that degree of care which 
the dangerous character of the place requires of a person of 
ordinary prudence. But there is no absolute rule of law which 
obliges him under all circumstances to stop, look and listen. 
Generally, he must look and listen, and in such a manner that 
the looking and listening will enable him to see or hear an 
approaching train with reasonable certainty if one is within 
range of his sight or hearing. Fletcher v. Fitchburg Railroad, 
149 Mass., 127; Tyler vy. Old Colony Railroad, 157 Mass., 336; 
Connelly v. New York and New England Railroad, 158 Mass., 8. 
But it cannot be said as a matter of law that there may not 
be circumstances which will excuse him from looking and 
listening, and especially from stopping to look and listen. In 
the present case there was evidence tending to show an invi- 
tation om the part of the gateman to the plaintiff to cross. The 
fact that the grade of the highway was descending and the 
fact that the plaintiff approached the crossing at a trot with 
a heavy load (if it was a fact) would not of themselves render 
his conduct negligent, there being nothing to show that he 
could not have stopped if he had had reasonable notice of the 
coming train. It was for the jury to say what the object of 
the flag was, and whether its presence had or should have had 
any effect upon the conduct of those in control of the train, or 
of the gateman, 





The New York Court of Appeals has decided that the 
judge of a court isn’t a personage of so sacred a character as 
not to be open to criticism by the press for his Official acts, 
like any other mortal occupying a public position. An Albany 
judge was taken sharply to task by the Evening Journal of 
that city because of his action in trying and ceciding a case 
which came before him for trial. The irate jurist undertook 
to square accounts with his critics by decreeing that three 
members of the Journal’s staff had been guilty of contempt 
of court and sentencing them to do a term in prison. 


From this judgment an appeal was taken and the higher 
court has rendered a decision to 'the effect that contempt of 
court is an offense committed in the presence of the court and 
during its sessions, and is not committed by criticisms outside, 
in print and otherwise. If the offended official has been 
maligned or misrepresented by such strictures he has the 
same remedy which the law affords everybody else, in pro- 
ceeding against his detractors in a suit for libel by a criminal 
or civil action or both. 

This decision seems to be on all fours with common sense 
and sound policy. Everybody will agree that the dignity of 
the courts and the majesty of the law should be upheld. But 
the right of individual citizens to hold and express opinions, 
honestly entertained, of the manner in which the law is ad- 
ministered, at variance with the court, is also entitled to re- 
spect. Judges are not infallible. Far from it. They are 
properly vested with plenary authority to maintain decorum 
and punish any persons who manifest a contemptuous disre- 
gard for such authority in the presence of the court and dur- 
img the progress of judicial proceedings. 

It is, however, stretching authority too far when a judge 
undertakes to draw the circle of his power and dignity outside 
the limits of the tribunal over which he presides, when a cause 
has been disposed of, and say that no man shall speak die- 
respectfully or in unfavorable criticism of his official words 
and deeds exsept at his peril. It is the judge himself who is 
guilty of contempt when he essays to exercise such arbitrary 
and tyrannical functions. 





The Rev. W. R. Goodwin, D. D., the pastor of the Cali- 
fornia Street Methodist Episcopal Church in San Francisco, 
has been prompted by the Durrant trial to declare from his 
pulpit that “a lawyer who would assist his client to escape 
justice, knowing that he was guilty of a crime. is as guilty 
as his client and deserves the same punishment due his 
cHent.” The open criticism this remark brought from mem- 
bers of the legal profession very much nettled the reverend 
gentleman, and he has recurred to the subject in a sermon on 
“Lawyer and Client,” taking as his text I. Timothy, i, 8-10, 
in which passage, the preacher said, it would seem as if the 
Apostle had in mind the duties of thore who have the law to 
execute. He said in part: 


“It is said by lawyers,” remarked Dr. Goodwin, “that al- 
though a man be caught red-handed in crime, or makes & 
confession, he’ still has the right to be defended, a right to 
show the circumstances under which the crime was com- 
mitted. I say that a lawyer has the right to set before a 
judge and jury an explanation of these circumstances, but 
no more. There are rich scoundrels who can buy lawyetfs, 
perjured witnesses and even the jury, perhaps, but he who 
cefends such a criminal is as base as his client, and ought 
to suffer the same punishment. 

“The legal profession is a most useful and honorable one, 
and from it have arisen men who have almost altogether 
controlled the destinies of this great nation. They are re- 
sponsible men, and we hold them responsible for their 
influence in securing justice for all. Their place is not to shel- 
ter evil or to turn aside justice, but to see that criminals are 


ei punished. Criminal lawyers bear the same relation to 
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See Chapter XXII. 
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A Treatise on the Law Relating to Gifts and Advancements. 
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of the Indianapolis Bar, 


In this volume Mr. Thornton has treated the subjects of Gifts and Advancements in a 
masterly manner, and has discussed the law bearing on the subjects from every point of view. 

The standing of the author's previous works, and his well known reputation as a careful 
and accurate writer is a guarantee of the work done on the present volume. 
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Complete in one large volume. $6.00, net. 
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“This afiernoon a church on Mission street was crowded 
with mothers pleading for justice. If I were judge and a jury 
found those brutes, thugs, human hyenas guilty, I’d put a 
whipping post in the most prominent place in the city, and, 
having tied the men and women together there, have the 
strong arm of a sheriff lash them until the blood flowed. It 
is no use to fine them or send them to prison only to be per- 
doned out. Who are these men who are trained in the law, and 
who are supposed to defenders of these monsters? No hono-- 
able lawyer would do it; only a pettifogg2r. The judge wo 
would wink at such crime is as guilty as the men or women. 
The pulpit that will be silent under such circumstances ought 
to be always silent.” 

In closing, Dr. Goodwin spoke of the practice of causing 
delays in the administration of justice by quibbling over con- 
struction and technicalities, and denouxced it. 





In the case of McDowell \. Aetna Insurance Co., recently 
decided by the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, the 
principal question related to the admission of secondary evi- 
dence of the contents of certain letters, which, the court found, 
were duly sent, postage paid, by the counsel for the plaintiff to 
the defendants, and their attorneys of record in these suits, 
and which, according to the well-settled ru e in such cases, were 
— facie received by the persons to whom they were sent. 

arsten v. Bigelow, 150 Mass., 45; Briggs v. Hervey, 130 id., 
186; Huntly v. Whittier, 105 id., 391. The court sey: “Neither 
of the originals was produced by the defendants. But there is 
nothing tending to show that they were not in fact received 
by them, or were not in their possession at the time of the 
trial. The notice to produce, which was dated Greenfield, April 
13, 1895, and which was received by the attorneys of record 
of the defendants in regular course of mail, notified them ‘to 
produce at the coming trial of the cases of Brice W. McDowell 
v. Aetna Ins. Co., Royal Ins. Co., Phoenix Ins. Co., in our Su- 
perior Court, the presert term here, all proofs of loss, written 
schedules, letters and communications or written memoran- 
dums of every kind received by the above named companies, 
defendant, or by you, as their attorneys, each and all of them 
received from the said plaintiff or from his attorneys at any 
time since the fire mentioned in the several declarations in said 
suits.’ The notice required the production, therefore, among 
other things, of all letters relating to the subject matter of the 
suits received by the defendants or their attorneys from the 
plaintiN or his attorneys between Jan. 1, 1894, and its date. 
It is objected in substance that the letters called for were not 
described in the notice with sufficient particularity. But we 
think that they were sufficiently described by the subject to 
which they related. Bemis v. Charles, 1 Met. 440; Bogart v. 
Brown, 5 Pick., 18; Jones v. Parker, 20 N. H., 31; Jacob v. Lee, 
2 Mood. & Rob., 33; Morris v. Hanses, id., 392; Rogers v. Con- 
stance, id., 179; Vasse v. Mifflin, 2 Wash. C. C., 518. The time 
covered by the notice was only about sixteen months, and there 
is nothing to show that the correspondence between the parties 
and their counsel was so extensive as to render it reasonable 
that the notice should describe the portions of it that were 
wanted, or that the letters were so mingled with others as to 
render it difficult to separate them. The object of requiring 


notice to ‘produce the original before secondary evi- 
dence of its contents can be given is to afford an 
opportunity to the opposite party to produce it, and 


thereby secure, if he desires, the best evidence of its 
contents. Dwyer v. Collins, 7 Exch., 639. In the present 
case the defendants did not object that they were taken by sur- 
prise or that they did not understand what letters were meant, 
or that they wanted delay in order to enable them to produce 
the originals. See Bogart v. Brown, supra. We think that the 
ruling admitting the letters from copies was right.” 





It is safe to say that in the Federal courts ninety per cent. 
of the cases are determined upon question of jurisdiction and 
questions of practice, pure and simple. In the removal of 
cases from the State to the national courts, it not infrequently 
ly happens that objection lies to the service of process. To 
preserve this point for adjudication in the Federal courts, a 
petition may be filed under a Hmited appearance, thereby 








avoiding a waiver of the objection to the process, which a 
general appearance would do, it being a well-established rule 
that a general appearance covers all defects of service. The 
authorities are numerous ‘to the effect that where a special 
appearance is entered in the first instance and limited solely 
for the purpose of removal, it is not a waiver of defect in the 
service of process nor a submission by the party to the juris- 
diction of the court. 

In the case of Kinne v. Lant, 68 Fed Rep. 439, the re- 
moval petition was so signed by the respective attorneys “who 
appear herein specially for the purpose of the above petition 
and not otherwise. In this case a suitor has come from his 
home into a foreign jurisdiction, at the request of counsel and 
for consonsultation during the argument of a demurrer. The 
privilege was pleaded and upheld that a limited appearance in 
the removal petition. The Supreme Court of ‘the United States, 
in the case of Mexican Cent. R. Co. v. Pinkney, 149 U. S. 194; 
bk. 37 L. ed. 699; s. c. 13 Supt. Ct. Rep. 938, discussed a special 
appearance which under ,the State practice, would have 
amounted to a general appearance. The court say: 

“The effect of a statute of a State giving such an operation 
to an appearance for the sole purpose of objecting to ‘the 
jurisdiction of the court would be practically to defeat the 
provisions of the Federal statutes which entitle it to the 
right to have this court review the question of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Circuit Court. Under well-settled principles, this 
could not and should not be permitted, for wherever Congress 
has legislated on or in reference to a particular subject in- 
volving practice or procedure, the State statutes are never 
held to be controlling. In Harkness v. Hyde, 98 U. S. 476; 
bk. 25 L. ed. 237, it was held by this court that illegality in 
the service of process by which jurisdiction is to be obtained 
is not waived by the special appearance of the defendant to 
move that the service be set aside, nor, after such motion is 
Genied, by his answering to the merits. Such illegality is con- 
sidered as waived only when he, without having insisted upon 
it, pleads in the first instance to the merits.” See Pennoyer 
v. Neff .95 U. S. 714; bk. 24 L. ed. 565; Parrott v. Insurance 
Co., 5 Fed. Rep. 391; Small v. Montgomery, 17 Fed. Rep. 865; 
Miner v. Markham, 28 Fed. Rep. 387; Perkins v. Hendryx, 40 
Fed. Rep. 657; Golden v. Morning News, 42 Fed. Rep. 112; 
Clews v. Iron Co., 44 Fed. Rep. 31; Reifsnider v. Publishing 
Co., 45 Fed. Rep. 433; Bentlif v. Finance Corp. 44 Fed. Rep. 
667: Hendrickson v. Railroad Co., 22 Fed, Rep. 569; McGillin 
v. Claflin, 52 Fed. Rep. 657; Railway v. Brown, 13 C. C. A. 
222: s. c. 65 Fed. Rep. 941, 950; Southern Pac. Co. v. Denton, 
146 U. S. 202; bk. 36 L. ed. 943 ;s. c 13 Sup. Ct. 44; and 
Goldvey v. Morning News of New Haven, U. 8S, bk. L. ed, 15 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 559. 


RECENT TESTIMONIALS. 











Burlington, Vt.—We like the AMERICAN LAWYER and think it 
a very valuable adjunct to an attorney’s reading matter 
POWELL & POWELL. 
Phillipsburg, Kan.—AMERICAN LawYER at hand, and I think 
it is just simply immense. W. E. Cox. 
Flint, Mich.—Place us on the list for all future time. Itisa 
most valuable journal to ts, and very highly appreciated. 
SaYLes & SaYLEs. 
Cumberland, Wis.—Judging from the looks of the journal, a 
copy of which I received to-day, it is well worth the money. 
W. N. FULLER. 
Ogden, Utah.—I was impressed with its excellence in every 
particular and concluded I could not get along without it. 
A. C. Bishop, Probate Judge of Weber County. 
Jamestown, N. Y.—This (November) number alone pays for the 
year’s subscription, in my estimation, i.e. your November number 
is worth the whole year’s subscription price. O. A. OLson. 


Seattle, Wash.—I am in receipt of a copy of the November Law- 
It is replete with interesting, valuable and live news. 
GILBERT F, LITTLE. 
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accounts of the meetings of their respective bodies. 
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Treasurer—D. F. Simpson, Minneapolis. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
President—Robert Lowry, Jackson. 
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MISSOURI. 
President— William C. Marshall, St. Louis. 
Secretary—Selden P. Spencer, St. Louis. 
sdale, Kansas City. 
MONTANA. 
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J. U. Sanders, Helena. 
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Secretary. > Bartlett. 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 
President—Samuel wi Philadelphia. 
Secretary—Edward P. Allison, Philadelphia. 
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President— Albert D. Marks, Nashville. 
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TEXAS. 
President - W. L. Prather, eo 
Secretary—Charles S. Morse, A 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Tort Worth. 
UTAH, 
President—J. G. Sutherland, Salt Lake City. 
Secretary—R. B. Shepard, Salt Lake City. 
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President—C. A. Prouty, Newport. 
Secretary—George W. Wing, Montpelier 
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President—Robert W. Hu hes, Norfolk. 
Szcretary and Treasurer—Jackson Guy, Richmond. 
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President—W. P. Hubbard, Wheeling. 
Secretary —D. C. Westenhaver, Martinsburg. 
Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg. 
WASHINGTON. 
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CALIFORNIA, 
OAKLAND. 


The regular election of the Alameda 
County Law Association resulted as fol- 
lows: President, Ben F. Woolner; vice- 
president, W. D. Powers; secretary, Clar- 
ence Crowell; treasurer, J. W. Stetson; 
Programme Committee, H. W. Pulsifer, 
Burdette Cornell, Frank Leavitt. Five 
applications for membership have been 
received, and the association now num- 
bers sixty young attorneys and law stu- 
dents. 


The attorneys of San Jose, Cal., re- 
cently assembled to take the preliminary 
steps for the organization of a bar as- 
sociation. Invitations have been issued 
to the attorneys to attend and assist in 
the organization, to which the following 
signatures are appended: W.G. Lorigan, 
J. C. Black, W. M. Beggs, Charles F. 
Wilcox, John H. Moore, E. A. Wilcox, 
S. A. Barker, H. D. Tuttle, W. J. Swei-- 
gert, J. R. Welch, J. A. Fairchild, Jack- 
son Hatch, D. W. Harrington, W. A. 
Bowden, W. B. Hardy, S. A. Kittredge, 
John Reynolds, H. V. Morehouse, E. M. 
Rosenthal, M. H. Hyland, C. D. Wright, 
V. A. Scheller, E. E. Cothran and others. 


GEORGIA. 


The Georgia Bar Association at its re- 
cent meeting took up a subject that de- 
serves more than a passing notice. One 
of the members, speaking for the Com- 
mittee on Jurisprudence, called the at- 
tention of the association to the need for 
some means of furnishing free to the 
poor the means of securing their legal 
rights. A number of ways were men- 
tioned in which the very poor people are 
practically robbed of their small earn- 
ings. The poverty-oppressed people have 
legal rights which they cannot maintain 
because they lack the means to pay for 
legal assistance. It was suggested that 
it should be the duty of the District-At- 


*torney in each district to assist persons 


of this class to obtain their rights. Now 
that the Bar Association of Georgia has 
taken up the matter. It is not improbab‘e 
that agitation on the subject will spread 
and something will be done. 


ILLINOIS. 


The annual meeting of the Chicago Bar 
Association for the election of officers 
was held recently. Over 100 members 
were present. After disposing of routine 
business the election of officers was pro- 
ceeded with. The names submitted for 
president were William J. English, Will- 
iam EB. Church and Egbert H. Gary. 
Judge Gary was nominated by Richard 





Prendergast. Upon a ballot Judge Gary 
was elected by a large majority. The 
vote was: E, H. Gary, 62; William E. 
Church, 27; William J. English, 11. The 
other officers elected were: 


First Vice-President—Howard Hen- 
derson. 
Second 
Towle. 


Secretary—F. S. Hebard. 
Treasurer—Thomas Taylor, Jr. 


Board of Managers—Thomas Dent, M. 
Lester Coffeen, Charles 8S. Holt and 
Clarence A. Burley. 


A sympathetic resolution was offered 
upon the death of Judge Bailey of the 
Supreme Court by Judge Moran. After 
being read and passed by a rising vote. 
Judges Moran and 8S. P. Shoope were 
appointed to present the resolution to the 
Justices of the Appellate Court. After 
reciting the early life and later services 
of Judge Bailey as lawyer and judge, 
the memorial says: 

“In his relations as lawyer, legislator, 
Judge of the Circuit Court, and as Jus- 
tice in the courts of review of this State, 
he was always industrious, learned and 
faithful in the discharge of his duties. 
In his relations as husband and father 
he was kind, prudent and affectionate; 
as a citizen patriotic and conservative, 
and in his intercourse with his brethren 
of the Bar he was frank, courteous and 
obliging. In his death the State has lost 
a good citizen and a great judge, and 
those who enjoyed the privilege of his 
intimate acquaintance a ‘true and valued 
friend. This association adopts this 
grief memorial in sincere respect for, his 
memory and in sympathetic condolence 
with his family and his friends.” 

The election of Judge E. H. Gary as 
president of the association was the sub- 
ject of much favorable cominent among 
the members. Judge Gary announced 
that there were a number of important 
matters which would be brought for- 
ward at an early date. 


KANSAS. 


The executive committee of the State 
Bar Association will hold the annual 
banquet and meeting of the associatior 
in Topeka Jan. 15 and 16 

The programme, though not yet com- 
pleted, is one that will be of much inter- 
est to the attending attorneys. The 
president of the association, Judge Henry 
Solden of Kansas City, Kan.; Attorney- 
General Dawes, Judge Thomson of Bur- 
lingame, Judge Lucien Earle, Judge A. 
H. Ellis, Hon. A. S. Williams, H. C. Sluss 
of Wichita and others will address the 
meeting. 

Some eminent jurist will deliver the 
annual address, though it has not yet 
been decided who it will be. Justice 
David Brewer of the United States Su- 
preme Court delivered this address last 
year. 

An interesting feature of the meeting 
will pe an address by a student of the 
State Law School at Lawrence. A com- 
petitive examination will decide who 
will be the representative, the student 
having the highest average appearing 
before the association. 

Cc. J. Brown, Howell Jones, Harry Lari- 
mer and A. A. Godard will be in charge 
of the banquet 

The executive council consists of the 
following: Sam Kimble, Manhattan, 
president; A. A. Godard, Top*ka, secre- 
tary; Judge T. B. Wall, Wichita; Judge 
J. D. McCleverty, Fort Scott; E. A. Mc- 
Farland, Lincoln 


MARYLAND. 


The annual meeting and banquet of the 
Raltimore (Md.) Bar Association was 
held at the parlors of the Lyceum The- 
atre. The following gentlemen have been 
nominated as officers of the association 
for the ensuing year: For president, Mr. 
Samuel D. Schmucker; for vice-presi- 
dents, Mr. Thomas 8S. Baer, Mr. Arthur 
W. Machen; for treasurer, Mr. Daniel M. 
Thomas; for secretary, Mr. Conway W. 


Vice-President — Henry 8. 
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Sams; for member of the Executive Com- 
mittee, Mr. William L. Marbury; for 
members of the Committee on Adaoiis- 
sions, Mr. Allan McLane, Mr. William 
H. Brune, Mr. William L. Hodge. 


MISSOURI. 


The annual meeting of the Bar Associ- 
ation of St. Louls was held at the Mer- 
cantile Club. The meeting was well at- 
tended. The following new members 
were received: J. Clarence Taussig, Leo. 
8. Rassieur, A. C. F. Meyer, Gustavus A. 
Buder, Benjamin J. Klene, G. H. Ten 
Broeck, John A. Talty, Montague Punch, 
Judge Daniel D. Fisher, Oscar A. Apel, 
John H. Drabelle, M. M. Herold. 

The most important business of the 
evening, the election of officers, resulted 
as follows: President, Judge James A. 
Seddon: vice-presidents, Charles Claflin 
Allen, Judge D. D. Fisher and Judge 
George W. Lubke; secretary, Cornelius F. 
Bauer, and treasurer, Breckinridge 
Jones; members of the Executive Com- 
mittee, William E. Garvin; members of 
the Committee on Admission, F. J. Mc- 
Masters, John F. Green and William F. 
Woerner. 

The Executive Committee reported that 
they made an earnest effort to secure 
courtrooms for the new Judges, and 
that, after conference with the Circuit 
Judges, the City Hall architect and the 
various city officials, they were assured 
that there would be two more rooms at 


the disposal of the Circuit Court on 
Nov. 15. ‘ 
The Committee on Legal Education 


made a learned and exhaustive report by 
the chairman, Lee Sale. It has made an 
examintion of the statutory requirements 
of twenty-five States for admission ‘to 
the bar. It found that candidates were 
in Indiana simply required to be of good 
character, while in Rhode Island they 
must have a classical education. The 
various methods of determining the legal 
training of candidates in different States 
were described. The committee expressed 
the hope that the new law in this State 
would do something to raise the stand- 
and of applicants. They also threw out 
the suggestion that uniformity would be 
secured by taking away from all but the 
appellate courts of the State the right to 
license practitioners. The complaint 
seems to be that many of the country 
courts are quite lax in their examina- 
tions, and, of course, lawyers licensed to 
practice in one part of the State can 
practice in all parts. 


NEW JERSEY. 


The County Bar Association are dis- 
cussing ways and means to bring about 
the establishment of a law library in the 
new City Hall. This is one of the pur- 
poses for which the association was 
mainly organized. Nearly every city of 
importance has a library, but Atlantic 
City has not, and it is necessary for the 

_ disciples of Blakstone, when searching 
for information, to journey to Camden or 
Trenton, at the expense of time as well 
as money. The present proposition is to 
locate the library on the top floor of the 
new Municipal Building. All the promi- 
nent lawyers of the county are members 
of the Bar Association, and it is likely 
that the project will succeed. 

The annual meeting of the Essex Bar 
Association was recently held in Salem. 
The following officers were elected: 
President, E. C. Burley of Lawrence; 
secretary, A. P. White; treasurer, C. A. 
Sayward; executive committee; Boyd B. 
Jones, T. P. Stimpson, John R. Baldwin, 
John P. Sweeney and Henri N. Woods. 
A committee was appointed to prepare a 
memorial on the late Gen. William 
Cogswell. 


OHIO. 
CLEVELAND. 


A dozen attorneys formed the Lawyers’ 
Saturday Noon Club in the Holiday 
Kitchen, on Erie street, recently, and will 
hereafter meet every Saturday noon for 
dining purposes. They elected officers, 
consisting of a president, vice-president, 
secretary and Board of Trustees. 





PENNSYLVANIA. 
ERIE. 


An organization to be known as the 
Erie Law Club, with a membership of 
about 25, has been formed among the 
younger members of the Bar, and law 
students of ‘the city. The object is mu- 
tual improvement. The officers are: 
President, M. R. Nason; vice-president, 
J. C. Thomas; secretary, Frank Thomp- 
son; treasurer, R. L. Roberts. Meetings 
will be held in the Grand Jury room at 
the Court-house the first and third Tues- 
days of each month. 


PHILADELPHIA. 


The students of Judge Frederick Car- 
roll Brewster invited him to their elev- 
enth annual banquet, and the hosts of 
their amiable preceptor who sat down 
with him at the rooms of the Lawyers’ 
Club were twenty-nine in number. Henry 
C. Terry, as usual, presided, and intro- 
duced the guest of the evening and acted 
as toast master. The guest, who has 
quite a reputation as a globe-trotter, for 
half an hour delightfully entertained his 
students with a recital of incidents of 
foreign travel and experiences of fifty 
years at the bar in some of the most 
celebrated cases in this and other States. 
Judge Elcock, John H. Fow and Mr. Don- 
aldson spoke; Messrs. Solis and Rumsey 
gave recitations, and Mr. Daly and oth- 
ers sang. The result was a deightful 
evening for all participating in the enter- 
tainment, which, regarded as a dinner of 


| students to a former preceptor, is wholly 











unique in the annals of the law. Those 
present were F. Carroll Brewster, Harry 
Knapp Blake, Samuel A. Boyle, Francis 
E. Brewster, Samuel E. Cavin, J. Burr- 
wood Daly, Henry Darrach, Frederick 
G. Dussoulas, Thomas Donaldson, Will- 
iam C. Duror, Thomas R. Elcock, John 


H. Fow, A. Atwood Grace, Cornelius 
Hagegarty, Jr., Samuel M. Hyneman, J. 
Spicer Leaming, Ernest Lowengrund, 
Frank L. Lyle, David Mandel, Jr., I. 
Hazleton Mirkil, D. Stuart Robinson, 


Horace M. Rumsey, Isaac Solis, William 
C. Strawbridge, Henry Cc. Terry, 
Henry W. Watson, Richardson L, Wright, 
Jr., Irving E. Ziegler, E. K. Nichols. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


The West Virginia Bar Association 
convened on the 30th of last month, and 
admitted the following new members: 
Fred J. Martin, Fairmont; Neil J. Fort- 
ney, Kingwood; James W. Ewing, J. B. 
Handilan, John B. Wilson, S. O. Boyce, C. 
P. Flick, M. D. Post, W. C. Meyer, Frank 
W. Nesbitt, W. J. W. Cowden, George E. 
Boyd, B. 8S. Allison, Geo. R. B. Gilchrist 
and C. E. Morris, Wheeling; H, C. Hervey 
and John C. Da Palmer, Jr., Wellsburg;W. 
M. O. Dawson and D. M. Wotring, King- 
wood; Forest W. Brown, Charlestown; 
St. George Tucker Brooke, Morgantown; 
W. B. Gary, Weston; F. J. Parsons, J. 
Howard Hall and J. A. Ewing, Mounds- 
ville; C. W. Matheny, Sistersville; Charles 
E. Hogg, Pt. Pleasant, and W. McG. Hall, 
New Martinsville. 


The annual address of President Hub- 
bard was very interesting. We give the 
following extracts. He said in part: 

“‘*This association is formed to ad- 
vance the science of jurisprudence.’ That 
sentence is not my sarcasm; it is our 
constitution; it is the name we have set 
upon our forehead. I cannot resist the 
temptation to remind you of the whole 
object of our existence as we have de- 
eclared it. “The association is formed to 
advance the science of jurisprudence; to 
promote reform in the law; to facilitate 
the administration of justice, to uphold 
integrity, honor and courtesy in the legal 
profession; to encourage thorough legal 
education, and to cultivate the cordial in- 
tercourse among the members of the 
bar.’ 

“The premises of those six infinitives 
were arranged no doubt in the order of 
their supposed importance, beginning 
with the greatest, but when we look 
through the decade of our existence we 
find that as to their fulfillment the or- 
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der has been inverted, and that while we 
have not even tried to advance the 
science of the law or to reform its prac- 
tice, and have done little to facilitate 
the administration of justice or uphold 
the honor of ourselves, its ministers 
(whose honor let us hope did not need 
upholding), we have faithfully encour- 
aged thorough, liberal legal education and 
have fully succeeded in cultivating cor- 
dial intercourse among the members of 
the bar. 


“How does the advancement of our 
profession, general and local, during the 
span of this association’s life compare 
with that of other professions? One of 
the marked features of recent years is 
the quickened life and rapid progress of 
the profession of medicine. None of, the 
other learned professions can compare 
with it in this respect. This is manifest 
in its discoveries and professional zeal, 
as well as in its organizations, its litera- 
ture and the daily practice of curative 
medicine; it seizes and solves the 
problems of sanitation, of the prevention 
of disease, and unselfishly lavishes upon 
a grateful world the treasures discovered 
by its ardent research. Filling the pub- 
lic mind with the exploits of its leaders, 
it holds and strengthens and widens the 
influence of the great body of local prac- 
titioners upon the physical and mental 
life of their patients. It goes even fur- 
ther, and sometimes encroaches on the 
domain of the spiritual adviser, and the 
physician is called on to heal the soul 
as wellas the body, so that in enlightened 
as it was in savage America the medi- 
cine man is both priest and physician, 
doctor at once of medicine and divinity. 
Is this not due to some extent to the 
freedom of individual effort in that pro- 
fession? Its members are not bound by 
the statutes or by the judgments of tri- 
bunals other than their own forging. 
They are free as to their purposes and 
their methods. Their possibilities do not 
exceed ours. Theirs it is to discover the 
laws of nature and read and teach their 
lessons. Ours is the highest mission, not 
only to read and teach and enforce the 
known laws of justice and conscience, but 
to give form and expression to those 
laws through legislatures and courts, and 
thus, in one sense, to become the makers 
of laws. They may employ the zeal and 
acuteness of their discoveries. We have 
scope for the higher faculty of the phi- 
losopher. 

“Clergymen, too, show in recent years 
an increasing influence over the com- 
munity at large. Their immediate flock 
may not be any larger in proportion, but 
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their power over the community at large 
grows. On the side bounded by theologi- 
cal dogma they cannot move far, it is 
true, and but seldom does one of them 
get over the denominational fence inside 
of which his spiritual lot is cast. The 
efforts of church organizations and so- 
cieties in the nature of progress, such 
as the attempts at unity of the churches, 
seem unsuccessful, and it may be best 
that they should be so as long as the 
minds of the men are naturally differ- 
ent and spiritually free. 


“But on the practical side, the side of 
humanity toward which ministers of the 
Gospel are free to act, unrestrained by 
any hedge of authority, human or divine, 
great have been their accomplishments 
in recent years. Mannerism has disap- 
peared, the adventitious solemnity of 
garb and deportment no longer stands 
between the Gospel minister and his 
fellow man, and to-day he leaves his the- 
ology to take care of itself, and goes 
about doing good in public effort and 
personal devotion. He has become a 
follower of St. James rather than of St. 
Paul. There is no community but feels 
the influence of some such man, whether 
he be with us to-day or gone yesterday 
to his Father, that spreads beyond the 
walls of his own church, like another 
blessing of heaven, falls alike upon the 
just of his own household of faith and 
the unjust that dwell without. The 
world feels and responds to the indi- 
vidual effort of such men. 


“The old story may soon lose its point, 
of the young man who left the study of 
theology for that of medicine, because 
he found that men cared more for their 
bodies than for their souls, and then 
turned to the study of law, because he 
found that men cared more to have their 
own way than for either their bodies or 
their souls. 

“It is aside from my purpose, and it 
might not be fair, to instance on the one 
hand the triumphs of modern scholar- 
ship or the fairy tales of modern science, 
every one of them the result of some in- 
dividual’s patience and power and pur- 
pose, or on the other hand the achieve- 
ments of the modern business world, the 
results of aggregated capital and of the 
organization of labor, which are more 
7 due to association and combina- 

on. 

“I have not forgotten that the legal 
profession has made its forward 

» too, but when were they? 
How long since survivorship in joint 
tendancy was abolished, since the reg- 
istration of deeds was provided for, since 
parties were permitted to testify and 
since the property rights of married 
women were recognized? I mention 
these as among the latest improvements 
I can think of, and how they all date 
back a quarter or the whole of a cen- 
tury. 

“Why stand we here idle?’ Is it be- 
cause there is nothing for us to do? We 
need only to read the records of our 
own association. They are full of sug- 
gestions of the need of improvements, 
some for the public good and some for 
professional convenience. In most cases 
there has been no difference of opinion 
about these suggestions. Let me furnish 
some of them and thus furnish a photo- 
graphic group of our aspirations. We 
have been invited to lend our aid to se- 
cure: 


“Increased compensation to judges. 


“Improvement in the phraseology of 
statutes. 


“The taking of testimony of witnesses 
in chancery cases in open court.” 


“A method of trial in which the facts 
may be found by the jury and the law 
applied: to them by the judge, instead of 
the law being found by the judge to be 
applied to the facts by the jury, thereby 
preventing reversals and retrials be- 
cause of rulings of law which may have 
been of no influence on the verdict; or, 





failing that reform, at least one which 
will 


“Require the giving of instructions to 
the jury before argument; or at the very 
least 

“Prevent the reading of law to the 
jury. 

“We have been asked to assist: 

“To reform the laws affecting land 
titles. 

“To secure uniformity of legislation 
with other States on such matters as di- 
vorce and the acknowledgment of deeds. 


“To prevent abuses under our corpora- 
tion laws. 
“To lessen the delays of litigation. 


“To secure a higher standard of ad- 
mission to the bar. 

“It has been suggested that the fact 
that the sessions of the court are held at 
different places, some of them without 
adequate library facilities, prevents the 
submission and consideration of causes 
in the way which would seem better to 
some of us whose presumption in this 
respect is perhaps in inverse retio to our 
knowledge. But if the court, when sit- 
ting at the seat of government, with the 
State Law Library at its collective elbow, 
should try the experiment here and here- 
tofore suggested, the good wishes of at 
least this association would attend a 
movement embracing these objects: A 
large increase in the compensation of the 
judges, from whom we ask so much, and 
to whom we give so little; the holding of 
all the sessions of the court at the seat of 
government, and a constitutional provi- 
sion that the heads of the judicial de- 
partment reside at the seat of govern- 
ment, so as to be always within consult- 
ing distance of each other as well as of 
the books. 


“So much by way of a rest from the 
story of our own shortcomings. 


“During the history of this association 
what have it or its members in their pro- 
fessional capacity done for their profes- 
sion or the State? This question is not 
without answer. 


“Hutchinson, Hugg and Willey have 
published useful treatises which do cred- 
it to the abilities of the authors and to 
their zeal and professional pride, and 
which shed a sort of reflected honor on 
the rest of us, or at least as many of us 
as acknowledge our indebtedness as citi- 
zens and lawyers by subscriptions to the 
publishers, as well as gratitude to the 
authors. 


“Your namesake, ‘The West Virginia 
Bar,’ which does you credit, could not 
have been founded or maintained but for 
the active aid of the association, and yet 
our thanks are due for the individual 
zeal, energy and discretion with which it 
has been conducted. 


“Why has our performance fallen so 
far short of our promise? Sometimes I 
wonder whether it is because the promise 
has not always been entirely earnest. 
Men do not always say publicly just 
what they mean, and this characteristic 
does not disappear when ‘the men get to- 
gether into an association. People some- 
times have two sorts of opinion about a 
matter, both of which seem to them per- 
fectly sincere. One is a public dress-pa- 
rade opinion, believed and aired when its 
owner is at leisure and is disposed to 
philosophize and talk; the other is the 
practical work-a-day notion or perhaps 
only a habit, which possesses a man 
when he is hard at work, and that with 
the lawyer is the most of the time. Again 
public opinion, as manifested publicly, is 
something else than the sum of private 
opinion. Men will pass laws against 
prize fighting who would like to see the 
fight. Their opinions are for the benefit 
of others, not for home consumption. 
They think it necessary to protect others 
by law, not themselves. This may be the 
one instance where the sham is more 
powerful than the truth. 

“There is a difference, not merély in 
degree, but in their nature, between indi- 
vidual effort and combined effort. 





“I am not decrying the benefit bestowed 
by our association in that it gives this 
opportunity to talk and philosophize and 
to air opinions which are ours if only 
by reason of the equitable doctrine that 
they are ours because they ought to be 
ours. Some day some man will hear 
some of these opinions who will believe 
them in his professional heart and life 
and not merely in committee reports and 
associate resolutions. Somebody will 
take to heart the law’s delay, the inso- 
lence of office, the abuses of our corpo- 
ration laws. He will make it his indi- 
vidual ‘business to rectify these. He will 
proceed as if he had been retained in the 
matter and will set about to gain his end 
just as we routine lawyers set about to 
win a case for a private client. He will 
prove the facts, and urge the right, and 
press for a hearing in every court of law 
and legislation and public conscience un- 
til justice and judgment are done, Some 
one will do this; possibly some justice in- 
carnate upon the bench, busied but un- 
swayed by the conflicts of selfish men, or 
some angel who sets aloft in a law school 
far above the turmoils and temptations 
of daily professional life.” 

The report of the Committee on Judi- 
cial Administration and Legal Reforms 
was read by Mr. Henry M. Russell. The 
paper was an important one, as will be 
seen from the following suggestions: 


“1. The compensation of the judges 
ought to be increased. This change can- 
not be accomplished at once, and we can 
only hope to bring it about by keeping it 
constantly in view, and bringing it as 
often as possible before the public. 


“2. The terms for which judges are 
elected should be made longer. Some of 
the members of your committee are in- 
clined to favor life terms for judges. 


“3. If a method of selecting judges in 
some better way than by public elections 
cannot be devised and adopted, the elec- 
tion of the judges should at least be sep- 
arated from the influence of political ex- 
citement. The elections should be held 
at times other than those appointed for 
the election of other officers; or, if that 
cannot be done, the names of the judges 
might at least be placed upon the bal- 
lots in such @ manner as not to range 
them on the ticket of political parties. 


“4. Methods should be adopted for pre- 
venting hasty and unconsidered legisla- 
tion upon subjects of a ,eneral nature af- 
fecting the rights and-property of the 
people. 

‘5. A number of reforms of less com- 
manding importance need attention. 

“a. The whole system of preparing 
chancery causes for hearing is in need of 
intelligent revision. As the law now 
stands the order in which evidence shall 
be taken in chancery causes, and the 
time in which it must be taken, are left 
pretty much to the pleasure of counsel on 
either side. The practice of summoning 
the witnesses before a notary, and ex- 
amining them in the presence of the par- 
ties and their attorneys upon questions 
framed as the examination proceeds, has 
assimilated the chancery practice in that 
particular to the trial of an action at law. 
‘We are, however,wholly without any sys- 
tem of rules whereby either the order on 
which the evidence shall be produced or 
the time in which it shall be taken is reg- 
ulated. 

“b. We have fallen far behind our 
neighbors in the adoption of rules for the 
purpose of securing a prompt disposition 
of cases at law. There are two classes of 
remedies for the present slowness with 
which cases are disposed of. One of these 
relates to the maturing of causes. A 
paper on this branch of the subject is 
to be read at ‘the present meeting of the 
association, and we do not doubt that 
many valuable suggestions will be found 
in it. We could not hope, in a report of 
this kind, even if it were desirable that 
we should attempt it, ‘to treat the subject 
in any such exhaustive manner as that in 
which it will doubtless be treated by our 
learned brethren. The other class of 
remedies relate to the rules governing the 
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granting of continuance. It has been 
suggested to the committee that these 
rules should be revised, and that steps 
should be taken to increase the difficulty 
of obtaining a continuance of a case. 
After mature consideration, we have 
come to the conclusion that nothing can. 
be done wisely in that direction. The 
Legislature has gone far enough, and, 
perhaps, even farther than was judicious, 
in subjecting the applicant for a continu- 
ance to @ cross-examination by his ad- 
versary upon the facts on which his mo- 
tion may be based. With the aid of this 
cross-examination it ought always to be 
possible to develop and present to the 
court the real situation, and under vur 
present rules of practice a continuance 
ought not to be granted unless there 
should seem to be danger of serious in- 
justice to the applicant if he should be 
compelled to go to trial. After all, any 
system of rules upon this subject must 
necessarily leave much to the discretion 
of the court. In this, as in other things, 
the character and disposition of the par- 
ticular judge who administers the rules 
always give color to the rules themselves. 
Regulations which seem too indulgent, 
under the administration of one judge 
will be found stringent enough under 
that of another. 


“ce. It would greatly reduce the labor of 
the members of the bar, as wel] as the 
risk of oversight, if the evidence of deeds 
and deeds of trust in the offices of clerks 
of the county courts were framed on @ 
better system. A change would not be 
very costly at this time, but every year’s 
delay will make a change, which must be 
made eventually, more expensive when 
it does come. It has been suggested that 
the names in the indexes should be ar- 
ranged according to their first three let- 
ters, instead of being arranged according 
to the single initial letter, as at present. 
This, perhaps, is the best device which 
could be adopted early and with little ex- 
pense.” 





LAWYERS. 
Where they are— What they are doing —What is said 
of them—Change in partnerships—Removals— 
Professional news items. 


EEO 








——— eee 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Bridgeport, Ct.—Frederick Keeler and 
Elmer 8S. Banks, graduates of the Yale 
Law School, have opened a law office in 
Room 24 Sanford Building. 


New Haven, Ct.—Allyn B. Wilmot and 
D. 8. Coleman, members of last year’s 
graduating class of the Law School, 
have formed the law firm of Wilmot & 
Coleman, and taken an office in the new 
Bank Building on Church street. 


Norwich, Ct.—The Connecticut Su- 
preme Court has found no error in Judge 
Thayer’s decision disbarring Edwin S. 
Westcott as a lawyer. Westcott is a 
member of the Hartford County bar and 
was accused of having collected money 
from John Hooker, ex-reporter of the Su- 
preme Court, and converted it 'to his own 
use. Judge Thayer found that Westcott 
was guilty and disbarred him from ever 
practicing at the bar. He is well known 


throughout the State as the infidel law- 
yer. 








Middletown, Del.—Hugh C. Browne, a 
prominent young member of the New 
Castle County bar, has married Miss 
Ethel Parvis. 

Bangor, Me.—Lawyer H. H. Patten, 
who was formerly of Newport, has re- 
moved from that town to Bangor and 
opened a suite of offices in Wheelwright 
& Clark’s block. 


Houlton, Me.—James Lewis Doherty 
has married Miss Harriet A. Madigan, 
daughter of the late ex-Congressman 
James C. Madigan. Mr. Doherty was 
graduated at Bowdoin College, read law 
in the office of Madigan & Madigan at 
Houlton, and after being admitted to the 
bar practiced for some time in Oldtown. 
Desiring a wider field, he moved a year 
or two ago to this city, where he is part- 
ner with Lawyer FitzGibbon. 


Portland, Me.—The firm of Dyer & 
Neal, attorneys-at-law, is dissolved. 


Boston, Mass.—Chairman Dewey of 
the Board of Bar Examiners, recently 
moved before Judge Barker the admis- 
sion of Jeremiah Smith, Eugene Waum- 
baugh, Henry C. Whitney and Alexan- 
der P. Nelson to the bar. The applicants 
have practiced in the courts of other 
States. Mr. Smith came from New 
Hampshire, where he is better known as 
Judge Smith, and at present he is a pro- 
fessor in the Harvard Law School. Mr. 
Waumbaugh came from Ohio, and also 
is a professor in the Harvard Law 
School. Mr. Whitney was admitted to 
the Illinois bar, and Mr. Nelson to the 
Vermont bar. They were all admitted. 
Besides the above, Hiram G. Betts also 
was admitted, having been a barrister 
in Newfoundland. 


Brockton, Mass.—E. W. Swift has 
opened a law office in Home Bank block. 


East Greenwich, R. L—Judge M. N. 
Warner has opened an office in the 
Williams Building, opposite the Post- 
office. 


Providence, R. I.—Mr. Herbert A. Rice 
of Pawtucket is now a practicing at- 
torney, with office at 48 Custom House 
street. 


Richford, Vt.—Gaylord Ladd and A. B. 
Rowley have formed a partnership in 
the law business under the firm name of 
Ladd & Rowley. 

Rutland, Vt.—The law firm of Cootedge 
& Cooledge has been dissolved. 


—1 —___ — 


MIDDLE STATES. 


Jersey City, N. J.—Gov. Werts will re- 
sume the practice of law at the expira- 
tion of his term. He has already hired 
offices in Jersey City. 

Albany, N. Y.—Gov. Morton has ap- 
pointed as County Judge of Essex Coun- 
ty, R. C. Kellogg to succeed Chester B. 
McLaughlin, who has been elected to the 
Supreme Court. 


Albany, N. Y.—James C. Matthews, the 
well-known colored lawyer, who was ap- 
pointed Register of Deeds in Washing- 
ton by President Cleveland, was elected 
Recorder of the city of Albany at the 
late election by over 2,000 majority. Mr. 
Matthews was the regular Democratic 
candidate, and the office to which he has 
been elected is said to be the highest 





judicial office ever held by a man of his 
race in this country. 

Angelica, N. '¥.—John Rockwell, for- 
merly of this place, has joined Mr. 
Seward A. Simons of Buffalo, and will 
practice in that city in the future. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—Foster L. Backus has 
been elected District Attorney. 

Brooklyn, N. Y.—Lawyer Frank 
O’Brien of 183 Navy street has been sen- 
tenced to jail for twenty-nine days by 
Police Justice Goetting in the Lee Ave- 
nue Police Court, on a charge of attempt- 
ed larceny. 

Brooklyn, N. Y.—D. Edgar Anthony of 
168 Schermerhorn street, a lawyer, who 
has an office in the Germania building, 
has been arrested for misappropriating 
$4,800, being funds of the National Mu- 
tual Insurance Company, which he held 
as receiver. In default of $10,000 bail, he 
was committed to the Tombs. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—Mr. V. C. Reynolds, the 
well-known lawyer of Salamanca, N. Y., 
has formed a partnership with William 
Armstrong of this city. 


Buffalo.—The State Law Library, 
formerly used by ex-Judge of the Court 
of Appeals Robert Earl, at. Herkimer, 
N. Y., has been moved to this city 
and placed in the okd General Term 
rooms on the third floor of the County 
and City Hall, where private offices 
have been constructed for the use of 
Judge Albert F. Haight of the Court 
of Appeals and the various judges sit- 
ting here. 


‘Buffalo.—The law firm of Haring & 
Smith, composed of Messrs. Fred P. 
Haring and Chester G. Smith, was re- 
cently dissolved, the former remaining 
in the City Bank building, the latter 
taking offices in the new Mooney & 
Brisbane building, at No. 403 Main 
street. 


Buffalo—A new law firm has been 
formed here, being known as Simons 
& Rockwell, composed of Messrs. 
Seward A. Simons, a prominent mem- 
ber of the bar of this city, and John S. 
Rockwell, formerly of Angelica, N. Y. 
The offices of the firm will be located 
in the Erie County Bank building. 


Concord, N. Y.—Harry L. Heald of Lit- 
tleton has formed a law partnership at 
Topeka, Kan., with United States Sena- 
tor Martin. 


Dansville, N. Y.—The dissolution of 
the firm of Hubbard, Coyne & Coyne is 
reported, Judge E. P. Coyne retiring, and 
the new law firm to be Hubbard & 
“Coyne. 


Fort Plains, N. Y.—Edgar T. Van 
Dusen of Sprout Brook, a student in the 
law office of Hon. John D. Wendell, was. 
admitted to the bar, after examination 
at the general term held at Syracuse. 

Glens Falls, N. Y.—Hon. Thomas W. 
McArthur and Hon. William M. Cam- 
eron have dissolved the law firm of 
Cameron & McArthur. 


Hornersville, N. Y.—Harry K. Brown 
and Prof. Rixford have been admitted 
to practice law. 

Hornelisville, N. Y.—Judge F. H. Robin- 
son has removed from Caustic to this 
place, where he has opened a law office. 
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Newburg, N! Y.—B. F. Chadsey of 
Middletown has formed a copartner- 
ship with James Henderson, formerly 
senior partner of the firm of Henderson 
& Sulzer, New York. Their law offices 
will be in the Bennett Building, 99 Nas- 
sau street, New York city. 

New York, N. Y.—Miss Flora Matteson 
is a full-fledged lawyer now. 

New York, N. Y.—Dr. William J. O’Sul- 
livan, the lego-medical expert for the de- 
fense in the David F. Hannigan trial, will 
retire from tthe practice of criminal law 
now that case is concluded. 

New York, N. Y.—Edward D. Edson 
has formed a law partnership with 
Henry Wendt and Eugene Berry, with 
offices at 150 Nassau street. Mr. Edson 
is a graduate of Olivet College, Michi- 
gan, and Columbia Law School. 

New York, N. Y.—M. Warley Platzek, 
lawyer, of 320 Broadway, has admitted 
to partnership M. J. Stroock and Paul M. 
Herzog, for many years connected with 
his office, under the style of Platzek, 
Stroock & Herzog. 

New York, N. Y.—Worry over the loss 
of a lawsuit is responsible for the de- 
thronement of the reason of George W. 
Wilson, a lawyer, who until recently had 
a remunerative law practice at 
Broadway, this city. 

New York, N. Y.—Goldsmith & Doher- 
ty, lawyers, of 309 Broadway, have taken 
into partnership Sol. Levi, for many 
years connected with their office. The 
style of the firm remains the same. 


New York, N. Y.—Mrs. Clara Foltz has 
removed her law office here from Cali- 
fornia. In San Francisco Mrs. Foltz 
founded the Portia Club, an institution 
something like Sorosis. Last year, in 
Denver, she won a big case for a lady 
client, and got her share of $75,000 dam- 
ages awarded for her fair client. Mrs. 
Foltz has been appointed attorney for a 
couple of corporations, and accepted the 
same duties for an American syndicate 
established in Paris and doing business 
in the British Islands and in this city. 
She will open her offices in the Mills 
Building, in Broad street. 


New York, N. Y.—Lawyer Henry W. 
Bates of Peekskill, who has an office at 
20 Nassau street, was arraigned before 
Magistrate Kudlich in the Centre Street 
Police Court on a charge of grand lar- 
ceny preferred by Mrs. Wilhelmina P. S. 
Fleming, the wife of a minister of Den- 
ver, Col. Mrs. Fleming said that some 
time ago she gave Bates a check for $960, 
which he was to deposit for her in a New 
York bank. When she requested that 
Bates give her the bank book he told her 
he had been hard pressed for money by 
certain clients, and had used the money, 
but would soon make it good. Mfrs. 
Fleming decided to wait no longer, and 
had Bates arrested. 

Niagara Falls, N. Y. —-The law firm of 
Crowley & Lawrence was recently dis- 
solved. 

Rochester, N. Y.—D. R. Nash of 
Rochester has entered into copartner- 
ship with James Spicer of this place, for 
the practice of law. 

Rochester, N. Y.—The office furniture 
in the law office of Erastus U. Ely in 
the Wilder Building was seized to sat- 
isfy a claim of $139.89, held by Judge 
George E. Warner. 





Rochester, N. Y¥Y.—D. A. Marsh, for- 
merly a member of the law firm of Tay- 
lor & Marsh, which recently dissolved 
partnership, is about to leave the city 
to locate at Dundee. 


Rochester, N. Y.—Lawyer John E. 
Dorthy was held to answer to the Court 
of Oyer and Terminer on a charge of 
grand larceny. The adjourned case came 
up in police court and was disposed of 
without the taking of any further testi- 
mony. The charge on which Mr. Dorthy 
was arrested was that of unlawfully ap- 
propriating to his own use $250 which 
was paid to him by William R. Rich of 
Woonsocket, R. I, and with which he 
was supposed to have paid referee’s 
fees and other disbursements in a case 
of litigation in which he appeared for 
one of the parties. 

Allentown, Pa.—Henry J. O'Neil, one of 
Allentown’s bright young lawyers, and 
Miss Mague McIntire of Catasaqua have 
been married. 


Franklin, Pa.—Miss Suzanne S. Beatty 
was admitted to practice at the Venango 
County bar. Miss Beatty is already a 
member of the Clarion and Jefferson 
bars, and is the first lady practitioner as 
yet in this county. 

Johnstown, Pa.—Attorney John W. 
Kephart of this city and Miss Eva L., 
adopted daughter of Frank A. Shoe- 
maker, Esq., and Mrs. Shoemaker, of 
Ebensburg, were joined in the bonds of 
wedlock recently. 

Lancaster, Pa.—Ex-Lawyer G. C. Ken- 
nedy was held for court cn four 
charges of embezzlement and one of false 
pretense. He entered $2,300 bail for 
trial. The amount alleged to have been 
embezzled was $4,650, belonging to his 
clients. It was the cause of Kennedy’s 
disbarment. The statutte of limitation 
and alleged insanity when the money was 
embezzled will ‘be the defense. 

Norristown, Pa.—Hon. Charlies Hun- 
sicker, one of the leading lawyers of the 
Montgomery County bar, died recently 
from nervous prostration, from which he 
had suffered since last February. He 
was formerly District-Attorney of Mont- 
gomery County, and was a delegate to 
the Constitutional Convention of 1873. 


Philadelphia, Pa.—Col. A. K. McClure 
of the Philadelphia “‘Times” has been ad- 
mitted to the bar. 

Philadelphia, Pa.—George T. Brown, a 
well-known young attorney, and Miss 
— J. Morrison, have been quietly mar- 
ried. 

Philadelphia, Pa.—Samuel H. Kirkpat- 
rick, a prominent young member of the 
Philadelphia bar, and son of Rev. Thom- 
as Kirkpatrick, has been elected solicitor 
of the Methodist Episcopal Hospital, in 
place of C. W. McKeehan, deceased. 

Sunbury, Pa.—W. E. Bloom has opened 
a law office here. 


Washington, D. C.—The President has 
appointed Arthur K. Delaney of Alaska 
to be United States District Judge of 
Alaska. 

Washington, D. C.—C. J. Jones, a negro 
lawyer, of Greenville, Miss., has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Washington, D. C.—George L. Wilkin- 
son has married Miss Adele Enloe, 


daughter of ex-Congressman Enloe of 
Jackson, Tenn. 





Washington, D. C.—The Investors’ 
League was incorporated recently, its 
objects being to engage in soliciting and 
obtaining patents and the prosecuting 
of claims before the Government. The 
capital stock is $5,000. The directors are 
Charles G. Harger, Jr., Clarence A. 
Hartman, C. E. Brayton, J. P. Earnest 
and Henry R. P. Hamilton. 

Washington, D. C.—The important le- 
gal position of solicitor for the State De- 
partment, which was left vacant through 
the resignation of W. D. Dabney to ac- 
cept the chair of law at the University 
of Virginia, has been filled by the 
President in the appointment of Walter 
Emerson Faison of North Carolina. Mr. 
Faison is a lawyer, and has been chief 
of the consular bureau of the State De- 
partment for two years. 


- 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Belvidere, I}.—Attorney W. L. Pierce 
of this city and the young lady of his 
choice, Miss Laura Duth of Freeport, 
were married recently. 


Belvidere, Ill—Arthur C. Labrie, re- 
cently connected with the law depart- 
ment of the Northwestern Railway Com- 
pany, who has located in Belvidere, has 
formed a partnership for loans, collec- 
tions and the like with State’s Attorney 
Wright. The partnership does not in- 
clude Mr. Wright’s law practice, but 
takes in all other business. 


Chicago, Ill.—Lawyer Finny will re- 
move permanently to Pittsburg some 
time during November. 


Chicago, Ill.—Theodore A. Sittig, the 
insane lawyer, has been taken to Dr. 
Dewey’s sanitarium at Wauwatosa, Wis., 
by order of friends. 


Chicago, Ill.—George W. Cole, the well- 
known lawyer and president of the 
Bankers and Merchants’ Association, was 
run down by a North Clark street grip 
car near Superior street recently, and re- 
ceived injuries from which he died at the 
Alexian Brothers’ Hospital an hour later. 








Chicago, Ill.—Attorney Thomas A. Cof- 
fey was arrested on a warrant from Jus- 
tice Foster’s court, charging him with 
the embezzlement of $10. The complain- 
ant is James Scannell, a client, who says 
he gave Coffey the amount for the pur- 
pose of starting a damage suit in the 
Circuit Court. 


Chicago, Ill—A partnership for the 
transaction of a law business under the 
name of Barnes, Barnes & Bartelme has 
recently been formed, of which Miss 
Bartelme is a member. The senior 
member of the firm is Judge V. V. 
Barnes, recently of South Dakota. P. R. 
Barnes has an established practice in 
this city. 

Galesburg, Ill—J. T. Wasson has been 
admitted as a member of the firm of 
Thompson & Shumway, and hereafter 
the firm will be known as Thompson, 
Shumway & Wasson. Mr. Wasson is a 
young man well known and will make 
his mark in the legal profession. 


Decatur, Ill.—Attorney C. M. Lane, in- 
dicted for criminal libel, was arrested, 
and was put in jail in default of 
$1,500 bail. Lane is the man who made 
a warm fight against the gamblers a few 
months ago, and published alleged libel- 
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ous circulars attacking city and 
officials. 


Nokomis, Ill.—Mr. William M. Todd, a 
prominent attorney of this city, and Miss 
Jennie Edwards have been united in 
marriage. 


Springfield, Ill—Joseph A. Drake, the 
well-known colored attorney of this 
city, and C. S. Smith of Texas will 
shortly form a law partnership. 


Vandalia, Il).—George F. Houston, a 
prominent young attorney of this city, 
has married Miss Waverly Henry, a 
daughter of Judge W. B. Henry. 


New Albany, Ind.—Mr. John R. Weath- 
ers, a prominent attorney of Leaven- 
worth, Crawford County, has been ad- 
— to practice at the Floyd County 

r. 


Terre Haute, Ind.—Thomas W. Hutch- 
inson of Brazil, on recommendation of 
J. D. Earley, was admitted to practice 
law in the Vigo County courts. 


county 


Dubuque, Iowa.—F. B. Daniels, late of 
the law firm of Henderson, Hurd, Dan- 
iels & Kissel, h@s been offered and ac- 
cepted a position as assistant counsel 
for the Pullman Palace Car Company. 


Dubuque, Iowa.—Mr. W. J. Kyle, who 
graduated from the law department of 
the Iowa State University in the class 
of 1895, has succeeded Mr. J. R. Lind- 
Say in the office of Henderson, Hurd, 
Daniels & Kiesel. 


Keokuk, Ia.—David H. Steele, a popu- 
lar young lawyer, has married Miss 
Helen Stafford of Chattanooga, Tenn. 


Ionia, Mich.—John C. Munger of Xenia, 
O., and Miss Flora Gale Barnes, young- 
est daughter of Rev. D. F. Barnes of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church here, were 
married. The ceremony was performed 
by the bride’s father in the church. The 
groom is a leading attorney of Xenia. 


Columbus, Ohio.—William H. Page, a 
teacher of civics and Latin in the Central 
High School, has resigned his position to 
enter upon the practice of law. 


Columbus, Ohio.—The Governor and 
Mrs. McKinley are preparing to return 
to the old home. Within a week after 
the inauguration, they will leave the cap- 
itol. They have nearly completed ar- 
rangements for their departure, and will 
go to Canton and occupy the house in 
which they lived twenty-five years ago 
as ‘bride and groom and began house- 
keeping. And the Governor will again 
swing his shingle to the breeze. 


Mount Vernon, Ohio.—Mr. Will E. 
Grant has rented an office in the Wood- 
ward Block, and will shortly resume the 
practice of law. 


Washington C. H., Ohio.—Mr. Rell G. 
Allen, a young attorney of this city and 
son of the Clerk of Courts F. M. Allen, 
and Miss Clara Coffman, the daughter of 
Mrs. John Mallow, were married at the 
oe home, Rev. J. L. McNair officiat- 
ng. 


Superior, Wis.—E. G. Mills has re- 
moved his law office from the Berkshire 
Block to the Ritchie Block. 


—_ ~~ ___—— 
SOUTHERN STATES. 


Birmingham, Ala.—Col. J. T. Inzer has 
married Miss Della Robinson. 


Montgomery, Ala.—J. Lee Holloway has 
married Miss Annie May Ogburn of Tus- 
caloosa. Mr. Holloway is a deservedly 
popular and promising young attorney of 
this city and he is to be congratulated 





upon winning the heart and hand of Miss 
Ogburn, who is one of the most popular 
and cultured young ladies of the “City of 
Oaks.” 


Little Rock, Ark.—Ex-Attorney-Gen- 
eral Garland will open a law office here 
in conjunction with his two sons, Rufus 
and William. It will be next Summer, 
however, Before the move will be made. 


West Palmer Beach, Pla.—Gordon R. 
Broome has resigned his position with 
Robbins, Graham & Chillingworth, and 
is practicing law for himself. 


Atlanta, Ga.—City Attorney James A. 
Anderson has formed a copartnership 
with the firm of Felder & Davis, and the 
new firm will be Anderson, Felder & 
Davis. 


Augusta, Ga.—Mr. John J. Foster has 
married Miss Carrie Hankinson quietly 
at Beech Island. 


Savannah, Ga.—Chas. A. L. Massie of 
Washington, D. C., has married Miss 
Gerald Ross Carruthers of this city. Mr. 
Massie is of the old family of Massies 


of Virginia. He is a graduate of the 
University of Virginia. He is a really 
magnetic man. He is attractive and 
brilliant. He has resided in Savannah 
and is popular here. He was allied with 
Prof. Crowther for a number of years. 
While in Savannah he studied law in 


the office of Lawton & Cunningham and 
is now a leading solicitor in one of the 
departments in Washington. 


Washington, Ga.—Hon. William Henry 
Toombs, son of Mr. Gabriel Toombs, was 
appointed county judge for Wilkes Coun- 
ty by Gov. Atkinson, and the appoint- 
ment has been confirmed by the Senate. 


Elkton, Ky.—S. Walton Forgy has mar- 
ried Miss BDlizabeth Twidwell, a Todd 
County lady of much popularity. 

The groom is a prominent attorney at 
the bar of this State, and holds the po- 
sition of Solicitor for the United States 
Interior Department at Washington, D. 
C. He was on the staff of Gen. Gordon 
during the late war. The bride is a de- 
scendant of Gen. George Washington’s 
brother, John Augustine Washington, and 
she is the daughter of the late Col. John 
Augustine Washington of Mount Vernon, 
who was killed while serving on Gen. R. 
E. Lee's staff during the war between 
the States. She is also a sister of Mrs. 
— wife of Rev. B. D. Tucker of Nor- 
olk. 


Hopkinsville, Ky.—The first colored at- 
torney ever sworn in at the Glasgow bar 
received his credentials recently before 
Circuit Judge S. EB. Jones. The new at- 
torney is a mulatto by the name of C. 
S. Manies, and is from Tennessee. He 
passed a creditable examination, and is 
said to be a bright negro. He will prac- 
tice law at Glasgow, and already has a 
case or two on hand. 


New Orleans, La.—Col. J. J. Parker, a 
prominent member of the Mobile bar, is 
now on a lecture tour through the South 
and -later will enter a new field. 


New Orleans, La.—Messrs. O. N. Og- 
den and Henry O. Hollander have 
formed a law partnership under the 
name of Ogden & Hollander, with offices 
at 137 Carondelet street. 


Baltimore, Md.—Mr. E. Beverly Slater 
has married Miss Virginia Day. 


Baltimore, Md.—Charles R. Woods was 
admitted to practice before the Balti- 
more County bar, at the instance of E. 
W. Herman. 


Chester, Md.—H. W. Catlin, Esq., has 
been appointed attorney for Kent County 










of the American Banking and Trust 
Company, Baltimore. 


Brandon Depot, Miss.—Miss Delta, sec- 
ond daughter of Gov.-elect A. J. Mec- 
Laurin, was married at her father’s resi- 
dence here this morning at 8 o’clock to 
R. L. McLaurin, a rising young lawyer 
of Vicksburg. 


Asheville, N. C.—The marriage of Miss 
Mayme Hunt to Charles Henry Sum- 
mers, attorney at law of this city, was 
celebrated recently. 


Bristol, Tenn.—Hon. Charles A. Brown, 
the bachelor lawyer, who represented 
Sullivan County in the Legislature of 
1891, has married Miss Mattie J. Cham- 
bers of Blountville. 


Chattanooga, Tenn.—J. R. Downs has 
been arrested for fraudulent breach of 
trust. 


Dandridge, Tenn.—G. A. Moody has 
married Miss Addie Caldwell of Straw- 
berry Plains. 


Memphis, Tenn.—J. A. Webb has been 
enrolled as a practicing attorney. 


Belton, Tex.—J. H. Boromont, lately 
of Fort Worth, has entered the practice 
here. 


Columbus, Tex.—County Commission- 
ers Court, after two days’ balloting, 
elected W. C. Davidson of Alleyton coun- 
ty judge, to fill the vacancy caused by 
the death of Judge E. J. Sandmeyer. 
Mr. Davidson is an upright, honest man, 
and will no doubt fill the office to the 
satisfaction of the people. 


Fort Worth, Tex.—State Senator P. J. 
Lewis of San Antonio and Miss Margaret 
Hall Wilson, were married here recently. 
The groom was elected State Senator 
from the San Antonio district at the last 
election, and is a lawyer of eminence, 
and is regarded as one of the leading pol- 
iticlans in Texas, and is a probable can- 
didate for Congress next year. 


San Antonio, Tex.—Mr. C. L. Bates has 
been appointed United States Commis- 
sioner of San Antonio, filling the vacancy 
created by the death of the tate Judge 
Price. 


Waco, Tex.—Judge James E. Thomas, 
county judge of Callahan County, has 
married Adelaide M. Simms of this place. 
Judge Thomas is a Virginia gentleman 
of the old school, but has resided in Texas 
more than twenty years, and is a distin- 
guished member of the bar. The _ suc- 
cesses of his legal bow and spear are 
as nothing compared with this, his latest 
conquest. 


Onancock, Va.—A. Bundick, a well- 
known member of the Eastern Shore 
bar, and a partner of ex-State Senator 
Blackburn, and Miss Willie Wright, a 
charming young lady of Parksley, were 
recently married there, 


Richmond, Va.—J. L. Hill, the colored 
jJawyer, who was convicted at the June 
term of the Henrico County Court and 
given one year in the penitentiary for 
defrauding his client, was granted a 
new trial by Judge Wellford of the Cir- 
cuit Court. 


Suffolk, Va.—Mr. S. P. Vanderslice and 
Miss Susie Baker, both of Suffolk, were 
married in Elizabeth City, N. C., recent- 
ly. The groom is a well-known attorney 
of Suffolk, and is a son of Rev. George C. 
Vanderslice, D. D., of Richmond. 


Winchester, Va.—Major Robert W. 
Hunter of this place has married Miss 
Eliza Selden Washington of Norfolk. 
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Parkersburg, W. Va.—Judge Boreman, 
in his opening address in criminal court 
last month, siated to the Grand Jury in 
the most energetic manner that that por- 
tion of his charge which was construed 
to mean that he considered the Good 
Government Association an illegal or- 
ganization was an error, and thai he re- 
ferred to the “Red Men” and “White 
Caps.” He said he had no intention of 
belittling the efforts of good citizens to 
improve their official servants. 


———_.e—__—__- 


WESTERN STATES. 


Osburne, Idaho.—Mrs. Helen S. Young 
has the particular distinction of being the 
first woman admitted to the bar in Idaho. 


El Dorado, Kan.—Judge A. L. Redden 
has married Mrs. Emma T. Redden of 
Topeka. Judge Redden was formerly a 
member of the State Senate and filled 
the position of judge of the judicial dis- 
trict of which Butler County is a part. 
Dr. J. W. Redden, the deceased husband 
of Mrs. Redden, and formerly Secretary 
of the State Baard of Health, was a 
brother of Judge Redden, who recently 
married his widow. 


Emporia, Kan.—Judge E. W. Cunning- 
ham has resigned as City Attorney to 
the City Council. During the long term 
he has held the office it is generally con- 
ceded that he has brought to the dis- 
charge of the multifarious duties eminent 
legal ability and absolute impartiality. 


Topeka, Kan.—W. E. Dom, the lawyer 
who was convicted of embezzling money, 
has been disbarred by Judge Hazen, and 
will hereafter be unable to practice in 
any court in Kansas. 


Minneapolis, Minn.—Charles Rollin 
Fowler, one of the most prominent law- 
yers of this place, has married Carrie 
Jones of Tiffin, Ohio. 


‘Minneapolis, Minn.—Two new law firms 
have been formed in this city. One of 
them is the firm of Cross, Carleton, Hicks 
& Cross. Judge Hicks, who retired from 
the district bench about a year ago, has 
re-entered the old firm with which he 
was connected before he went on the 
bench, which has been enlarged during 
his absence from the firm by the son of 
the senior member of the firm. The other 
law firm recently formed is that of Dick- 
inson & Lum, composed of H. Danforth 
Dickinson and Bert F. Lum. Mr. Dick- 
inson has been for some years connected 
with the firm of Young, Fish & Dickin- 
aon. 


St. Cloud, Minn.—D. T. Calhoun and 
J. R. Bennett, Jr., have formed a part- 
nership. 


Carthage, Mo.—J. T. James has sold out 
his law business in Carthage and will re- 
move to St. Louis about January 1. 


Jefferson City, Mo.—Gov. Stone has ap- 
pointed D.H.Shields Judge of the Ccunty 
Court of Marion County for the First 
District, vice Charles R. Gentry, re- 
signed. 


Jefferson City, Mo.—Ex-Judge S.. D. 
Henson, who was convicted in Stoddard 
County in September, 1888, of murder in 
the second degree and sentenced to the 
penitentiary for twenty years, has been 
pardoned. 


Kansas City.—Mr. John P. Gilmer hag 
married Miss Lucy Dabney Walker of 
Richmond, Va. 


Kansas City. Mo.—The following young 
men were admitted to practice law: 
William C. Michaels, Samuel M. West, 
Hugh Roberts, Charles H. Roberts, Will- 
iam O. Mussey and Jacob G. Wine. 


Kansas City, Mo.—It is reported that 
Presideat Cleveland has tendered to Mr. 
John L. Peak the appointment of Minis- 
ter to Switzerland, vice J. O. Broadhead 
of St. Louis, recently resigned. 


Kansas City, Mo—James Garner and 
Frank P. Walsh have dissolved their 
law partnership. Mr. Walsh will remain 





at the old office in the Temple block. Mr. 
Garner has opened an office In the New 
York Life building. The law firm of 
Hadley & Brown has also dissolved part- 
nership. R. D. Brown has become @ 
member of the law firm of Ellis & Cook, 
and H. S. Hadley has taken as a partner 
John M. Cleary, formerly with Garner 
& Walsh. The firm will be known as 
Hadley & Cleary. 


Springfield, Mo.—Will Streigle, a young 
lawyer, and his wife have been arrested 
here charged with robbery and arson. 
The house of Attorney Scott Massey was 
burned last July while the family were 
away. Streigle and his wife had the 
keys to it. A search of the Streigle res- 
idence by the police resulted in the dis- 
covery of a large number of stolen house- 
hold articles. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Attorneys Imel and 
Crow have purchased the business of 
Snow, Church & Co., and can now be 
found at rooms 5 and 7, First National 
Bank building. 


Perry, Okla.—A. J. Biddison, a leading 
lawyer of Pawnee, has been sentenced to 
one year in the penitentiary for assault 
with intent to murder Prosecuting Attor- 
ney Houston of Pawnce County during a 
fight while engaged in a lawsuit. Biddi- 
son has appealed to the Supreme Court. 

—_——- te -C 


PACIFIC STATES. 


Los Angeles, Cal.—Frank A. Cattern 
has married Clara Drysdale Newton. 


& Madera, Cal.—Frank W. Taft bas recentl 
removed to Fresno and associated himse 
with Mark Walser in the law business. 


Riverside, Cal.—Attorneys L. Gill and 
L. D. Powell District-Attorney and As- 
sistant District-Attorney, respectively, 
have formed a law partnership. These 
gentlemen are well known in this com- 
munity for their able legal ability, and 
as earnest workers in their profession, 
and there is no doubt but that this will 
be a strong law firm. 


—_-_ +> ——__—_ 


CANADA. 


Winnipeg, Manitoba.—Edward John- 
ston, a prominent and successful lawyer 
of London, Ont., has married Miss Violet 
Kennon. 


Centreville, N. B.—J. J. Gallagher has 
opened a law office at Centreville. 


Hillsboro, N. B.—J. DeVeber Neales, 
barrister, has opened a law office in 
this place. 


Torsato, Ont.—Mr. Edward Baird 
Ryckman, the well-known barrister, has 
married Miss Mabel Gurney, second 
daughter of Mr. Edward Gurney of the 
E. & C. Gurney Company. 


NEWS ITEMS. 


Chicago has forty women lawyers, and 
they are said to be among the very best 
behaved members of the bar. 


The President has appointed Henry H 
Roloff of Utah Associate Jusiice of the 
Supreme Court of Utana, vice Wiliiam 
Smith, deceased. 


Louisville, Ky., lawyers are fighting 
the license tax they are required to pay. 
This course will doubtless double the 
amount they will have to pay, there be- 
ing no longer any question regarding the 
validity of such a law, whatever may be 
thought of its policy. 


Commissioner W. W. Hill of the Over- 
Time Commission of the' Postoffice and 
F. H. Taylor, attorney of the Over-Time 
Court of Claims, have concluded their 
work in Chicago. There were 264 
claimants of over time, and the claims, 
it is said, will aggregate $125,000. 


The Milwaukee Law Library Associa- 
tion has elected the following officers. 
Samuel Howard, presideat; J. R. Brig- 
ham, vice-president; W. W. Wight, sec- 
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retary and librarian. !t was decided to 
sOlicit new members. The library con- 
tains 6,540 volumes, of which a catalogue 
wil soon be made. 


Miss Nellie G. Robinson, a Cincinnati, 
Ill., lady attorney, has begun mandamus 
proceedings in the Supreme Court te 
compel Gov. McKinley to issue to her a 
commission as notary public. Her claim 
is that the law permitting women to 
vote at certain school elections makes 
them electors within the meaning of 
the constitution. 


It is reported from Terre Haute, Ind., 
that Judge Taylor officially appointed 
Vern J. Barlow, S. B. Davis, Peter M. 
Foley, A. M. Higgins and J. D. Barly as 
a committee of five to investigate charges 
made against members of the bar for 
misconduct. With the appointment of 
the committee the court ordered that all 
evidence taken before the committee 
should be taken in shorthand, and that 
the result of the investigation be sub- 
mitted to the court as soon as possible. 


There will soon be a great reduction 
in the number of lawyers of France. 
By a recent law each one must take out 
a yearly license, for which he pays an 
amount equal to about 12 per cent. 
of his house rent. Many persons ad- 
mitted to the bar who are not in active 
practice have asked to have their names 
taken off the roll, among them M. Fail- 
lieres, formerly Prime Minister and Min- 
ister of Justice, and Senator Berenger, 
author of the law remitting the penalty 
for first offenses, and also noted for his 
efforts to improve French morality. 


This rather remarkable legal question 
is bothering the lawyers of Wichita, 
Kan.: Can a judge compel a witness to 
drink beer, and, if the witness declines 
to indulge, can he be committed for con- 
tempt of court? In a recent case brought 
against a beer agency, an expert who 
was summoned to the stand refused to 
taste the liquid when ordered to do so 
by the judge. The witness did not pre- 
tend that he had any conscientious scru- 
ples against beer drinking, but merely 
declined to drink at that time. He is 
now languishing in jail, but the action of 
the judge will be reviewed on habeas 
corpus proceedings. The case is appar- 
ently novel, and the final decision will 
have a bearing on the action of wit- 
nesses in similar cases. 


A report from Washington has it that 
one of the results of the recent election 
will be one of the biggest law firms ever 
established, with headquarters in New 
York and Boston, and making a spe- 
cialty of j;great corporation business. 
The firm’s name is to be Cleveland, 
Olney and Carlisle, Mr. Cleveland and 
Mr. Carlisle to live in New York, and 
Mr. Olney to return to Boston, and re- 
sume, though in the firm’s name there, 
the highly profitable practice he tem- 
porarily surrendered to join Mr. Cleve- 
land’s political family. 
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A Philadelphia paper says that a pri- 
vate law publishing firm of that city 
has made a big hit by putting on the 
market an early edition of the pamphlet 
laws of the State which were passed by 
the last Legislature. The issue that was 
got out by the State was so notoriously 
befouled by typographical errors as to 
render it absolutely useless. This is a 
repetition of similar experiences else- 
where. In last month’s issue we called 
attention to the defective condition and 
careless and unreliable work on the new 
edition of the Compiled Statutes of 
Nebraska. Yet there are people who 
would discourage private enterprise and 


put everything in the hands of the 
“official” printers, particularly in the 
matter of the law reports. This would 


be a fine thing for the “official’’ printer, 
but a great hardship upon the profes- 
sion. 


The San Francisco Argonaut says that 
Robert Desty, the veteran law writer, 
who died in Rochester recently, once 
ran for joint Senator from San Francis- 
co and San Mateo counties. He was 
elected, but his election was set aside 
on the ground that he was not a citizen. 
He had come here from Canada as a@ 
child, and had never been naturalized. 
His name was Robert d’Estimanville, 
which, for convenience, he had short- 
ened into Robert “Desty”’—in fact, his 
entire name was “Robert d’Aillebout 
d@’Estimanville de Beau Mouchel.” His 
family was noble, and in the days of 
Henry of Navarre their Chateau of Beau 
Mouchel was destroyed by fire, with all 
thier family papers. The King signed 
documents attesting this fact, and Rob- 
ert Desty had in his possession papers 
bearing the signature “Henry III.” 
The King spelled his name with a “y.” 


An Indiana man wags recently com- 
mitted to jail because he appeared in 
court wearing a Masonic pin and made 
Masonic signs to the judge on the bench, 
with the apparent purpose of assisting 
his brother, who was a litigant in the 
court. The judge, who is a Mason, first 
directed the man not to interfere in the 
proceedings, and afterward ordered a 
court officer to arrest the offender. Judge 
Seymour D. Thompson of St. Louis, in an 
issue of “The American Law Review,” 
which had appeared before the Indiana 
incident had occurred, says that while 
sitting on the bench signs had been 
made to him by members of the bar of 
such a uniform character that he believed 
them to be the signs of some secret order. 
Judge Thompson is not a Mason. The 
editor of “The Chicago Law News,” who 
is high in the councils of Masonry, be- 
lieves that the Indiana judge was right 
in committing his Masonic brother to 
prison if he attempted to influence the 
court and jury by giving the Masonic 
sign of distress. 


A dispatch from Fort Worth, Tex., 
says that Judge John C. Randolph of 
that city, law partner of Congressman 
Cc. K. Bell, has in his library what is 
claimed to be the oldest book in Tar- 
rant County. It is a copy of Wood's 
Institute of the Laws of England. It 
was published in London in 1738, and is 
157 years old. The text is old English, 
and the ordinary law student, till he be- 
came acquainted with the characters, 
would confound the “s’” with the “f.” 
It was bought by Judge Randolph's fa- 
ther many years ago, and is not only a 
great curiosity, but is a family heirloom 
as well. Its owner says it contains 
many valuable suggestions and is a 
work of some merit. To students of 
English history it recalls a great deal. 
America has been won since its publica- 
tion, and the house of Brunswick was 
yet young. It is valued very highly, 
and all who have seen it regard it with 
great interest. The copy has been well 
preserved and is very legible. 


In his “Recollections” John Sherman 
“writes: “During the early period of 





practice at the bar I studied my cases 
carefully and had fair success. I set- 
tled more cases by compromises, how- 
ever, than I tried before a jury. I got 
the reputation of being successful by 
full preparation and a thorough knowl- 
edge of the facts and law of the case. 
In addressing a jury I rarely attempted 
flights or oratory, and when I did at- 
tempt them I failed. 

“I soon learned that it was better to 
gain the confidence of a jury by plain 
talk than by rhetoric. Subsequently in 
public life I preserved a like course, 
and once, though I was advised by Gov. 
Chase to add a peroration to my argu- 
ment, I did not follow his advice. While 
I defended many persons for alleged 
crimes, I never but once prosecuted a 
criminal. My old friend, Mr. Kirkwood, 
was the prosecuting attorney of the 


county, and I renewed with him my 
‘moot court’ experience in frequent 
contests between real parties.” 

Harry J. Chapman, Esq., the well- 


known attorney of Bangor, has just re- 
celved a patent on his new invention, a 
fog sigal of unique design. The signal 
consists of a long metal tube, practically 
a hollow steel mast, about thirty feet in 
length. This is erected on a ledge in the 
desired position for the warning of 
mariners, and is secured to an upright 
position by powerful braces, like the 
stays of a steamer’s funnel. Inside the 
tube or tower, which is about fifteen 
inches in outside diameter, is placed the 
mechanism. The bell is located on the 
top of the tube, and is the only part or 
the contrivance which is exposed to the 
weather. When the tube sits in its 
proper position in the water several feet 
of it are submerged, so that the big float 
which works up and down within it 
rests on the surface of the waves. To 
the top of this float is attached a cord, 
which again is connected with a weight 
which rings the bell every time a wave 
raises the level of the water in the tube 
and consequently sends the float up a 
proportionate distance. In this manner 
the bell is rung by every wave. 


The new woman is coming to the frunt 
even in the profession in the metropo- 
lis. Mrs. Ella F. Braman of 120 Broud- 
way has been appointed a commissioner 
of deeds for the District of Columbia. 
The certificate is made out in the usual 
form and signed by the President of the 
United States, who has the sole power to 
make such appointments. Mrs. Braman 
is the only woman ever appointed by 
President Cleveland to a commissioner- 
Ship ef deed. The commission she re- 
ctivee it not the first ever issued to 
@ woman by the President of the United 
States. Hanging on the wall of her of- 
fice is a similar commission bearing the 
signature of President Harrison and 
dated Jan. 18, 1891.’ Mrs. Braman prac- 
tices law and carries on a notarial busi- 
ness with her husband. She has had a 
noteworthy career. She was born in 
Brighton, Mass., March 23, 1850, of good 
Puritan stock. In 1867 she married Mr. 
Braman, who was practicing law in Bos- 
ton at that time. As his business ex- 
tended he found himself in need of an 
assistant as commissioner of deede. She 
volunteered to help him and now repre- 
sents most of the States. 


The New York Lawyer and Credit Man 
says that the difference between the 
ethical lawyer and the advertising law- 
yer is simply this: The former wants the 
public to “discover” him and be as sur- 
prised and pleased at it as Columbus 
was at his great discovery, and also as 
tenacious of the rights appurtenant to 
such discovery. On the other hand, the 
modern lawyer wants to discover the 
public, and proceeds to do so in every 
reasonable way, and his instinct for dis- 
covery is the one prime feature that 
makes him indispensable to the client 
who once experiences the difference be- 
tween the results of employing the fel- 
low who waits to be discovered and the 
one who grasps every pointer and does 
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his own discovering. It is remarkable 
to note the inconsistency of the attorney 
who will not seek to secure clients in an 
open, fair way, but who will go into 
“politics or prayer meeting” after them, 
or make any personal appeal to retain 
a client once captured. The attorney 
who has any reason to appeal to the 
public for patronage does a wrong to 
himself and the public by refraining from 
publicity of his facilities and ability. 


Mary Philbrook of Hoboken, the wom- 
an who, under a recent act of the Legis- 
lature, was admitted to the New Jersey 
Bar, made her first argument at Eliza- 
beth, in the Union County Court, 
in behalf of Mrs. Lawrence Collins 
of Plainfield. Mrs. Collins’ husband 
with whom she has not lived for 
twenty years, is administrator of 
the estate of John Collins of Plain- 
field, and she seeks to secure a portion 
of the estate in dower right. The estate 
was recently sold. Her experience in this 
case was similar to that of many other 
women who have become lawyers, and 
who have been the pioneers in that pro- 
fession in their respective localities. The 
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other members of the bar are generally 
interested in their new colleague’s first 
argument, and there is apparent among 
them a diversity of sentiment ranging 
from enthusiastic approval to contemptu- 
ous hostility. After a time the novelty 
wears off, and the new advocate, just 
like an untried lawyer of the other sex, 
must depend upon her ability for further 
notice. There is no doubt that some 
women may become good lawyers, and 
there is no reason why any who wish to 
make the attempt should not do so, even 
in New Jersey. 


Judge J. A. Burnette, who began his 
term as Judge at Winfield, Kan., the 5th 
of last month, is a striking example of 
what an American boy of pluck and 
energy can accomplish even when con- 
fronted by the _ greatest difficulties. 

Judge Burnette was born in Cooke 
County, Tenn., May 26, 1859. At the 
age of 10 years he moved with his 
parents to Fremont County, Iowa, where 
he lived until 1874, when the family 
moved to Missouri, and there resided 
until 1885. There was little but hard 
work for the future Judge from the time 
he was 12 until he was 21 years of age. 
He had no educational advantages, but 
he had a strong body and ambition. 
Working as a farm hand by the month 
he earned enough money to carry him 
through two years of college at Amity 
College. Then he ‘taught school and 
read law and on May 27, 1885, was ad- 
mitted to the Bar in Atchison County, 
Missouri. He first located at Mobeetie, 
Tex., but the following year moved to 
Caldwell, Kan. He was four years City 
Attorney of Caldwell, and in 1893 was 
‘nominated by the Republicans as candi- 
date for Judge and was elected over 
Judge Halsell, the fusion candidate, by 
a majority of 32. 


One of our correspondents has been 
so lucky as to fall in with a little 
leather-covered book, like those of our 
bank depositors, which contains Daniel 
Webster’s autograph record of his legal 
receipts. This chronicle fills twenty- 
eight pages, and extends a little more 
than from 1833 to 1836 inclusive. The 
first entry, dated September, in the 
former year, is of $50, and the second of 
$20, for retainers on the New York cir- 
cuit. The first fee of $1,000 was paid in 
May, 1834, by a Mr. Badger. Services 
regarding Cilley’s will commanded $800. 
The total amount for the first year was 
$13,140, with the remark, “Sept. 22, 1834, 
thus done and concluded.” A similar 
summing up appears at the close of each 
other year. The second total is $15,- 
183.74; the third is $21,793. The first 
entry of $2,000 was in 1835, March 7; 
the first of $3,000, Dec. 7, in the same 
year. This last payment was in re- 
spect to Florida land. The largest sin- 
gle honorarium was $7,500. In Febru- 
ary of the fourth year, $5,000 is set 
down as bestowed in a case of Trinity 
Church (New York). In turning over 
this record leading metropolitan and 
even provincial lawyers are astonished 
that Webster, although twenty years in 
Boston, so undervalued his services. He 
learned better at last. When Robert C. 
Winthrop looked at the earliest date he 
said: ‘“‘That’s just the time that I was 
ending my studies in Webster’s office,” 
and the chirography led him to add that 
Webster never wrote a firm hand. 


Col. Edward S. James is perhaps one 
of the most commanding figures at the 
New York bar. The older lawyers here, 
in referring to him, say that the 
mantle of James T. Brady, the ideal 
lawyer, has fallen on him. He is 
one of the few lawyers who have made 





a specialty of every department of law, 
and through his extensive practice in 
criminal, civil and equity litigation he 
has attained a prominence’ throughout 
the country. Col. James has figured in 
numbers of large cases in the New York 
courts in the past several years. He ap- 
peared for the defendant in the famous 
suit of Laidlaw against Rugsell Sage. 
Another one of his important cases was 
the suit of Mrs. Pollock against her 
father-in-law, in which she obtained a 
verdict of $37,000 for alienating her hus- 
band’s affections. He was also one of 
the attorneys in the famous suit of the 
Austin heirs against the Mutual Reserve 
Fund Life Association, and in the Fayer- 
weather will case. He was called in as 
counsel at the last hour for John Y. Mc- 
Kane and the other Gravesend offenders, 
but their plea of guilty did not give him 
an opportunity to display his talents. A 
notable victory won by him was in the 
case of Laura V. Appleton against the 
New York Life Insurance Company to 
recover a one-fifth interest in the Plaza 
Hotel. He pressed the case so hard that 
after a five weeks’ trial, before the case 
went to the jury, Joseph H. Choate and 
W. B. Hornblower, who were against him, 
offered to settle on satisfactory terms. 
Col. James, although 54 years of age, 
still retains all the vigor, vitality and 
enthusiasm of youth. He is a veteran of 
the late war, having risen to high com- 
mand. 


Secretary of the Interior Smith has de- 
cided the matter known as the eastern 
terminal case. On March 17, 1894, there 
was transmitted to him for approval a 
clear list of 320 acres of land selected as 
indemnity for lands lost’ within its 
granted limits by the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company. The basis of the 
lands was in the Ashland, Wis., land 
district. The question, the Secretary 
says, is whether or not the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company has a land 
grant within the State of Wisconsin, 
and if so does the grant extend east of 
the city of Superior? If it has no 
grant east of that point, the basis for 
this selection is not within its granted 
limits, and consequently the selection 
must fail. The Secretary, in deciding 
the matter, says that he cannot approve 
the list, as it is based upon a claim for 
lands lost east of Superior City, Wis., 
where, according to his views, the North- 
ern Pacific Company had no grant, and 
he rejects the list. The Secretary directs 
the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to suspend action for the present 
upon all cases involving the question of 
the company’s right to a grant between 
Thomson’s Junction and Superior City. 
Thomson’s Junction will be treated as 
the terminal until it is determined 
whether the same extends to Superior 
City. He directs that the company be 
allowed sixty days for notice of this de- 
cision, within which to specify a new 
basis for any of its indemnity selections 
avoided by the decision, and that during 
that period no contests against such se- 
lections, where the charge is that the 
basis was made of lands east of Su- 
perior City, or application to enter under 
settlement laws, will be received. 

OE a ————— 


BOOK REVIEW. 


Some Recent Works on Real Property. 

It has been remarked that after a 
drouth it never rains but it pours, and 
this truism seems to be especially ap- 
plicable to the production of books which 
treat of the law of real property. For 
thirty years or more there has been no 
American work, aside from Washburn’s 





(1), that satisfactorily covered the sub- 
ject. Hilliard’s treatise on real prop- 
erty (2) never secured the favor of the 
profession. After this treatise there ap- 
peared Boone (8) on real property, in 
the “Poney Series,”’ and Williard (4) on 


real estate, which was a local work ap- 
plicable to New York. In 18838 Prof. 
Tiedeman (5) brought out an epitome of 
Washburn, designed especially for insti- 
tutional work and the use of students. 
A few months ago “Pingrey on Real 
Property” (6) was brought out by an 
Albany publisher. This work is in two 
large volumes, and professes to cover 
the whole field of the law of real prop- 
erty, aside from real estate mortgages, 
which the althor had already treated in 
two large volumes (7). “Kerr on Real 
Property” (8) has just been issued by 
Banks & Bros., of New York and Al- 
bany. This is a pretentious work in 
three volumes of about 3,000 pages, 
which essays to cover the whole field of 
the law of real property, including real 
estate mortgages. The West Publishing 
Company has just issued “Dembitz on 
Land Titles” (9%), a work in two large 
volumes, and discussing “all the varie- 
ties of land tenure in the United States 
to-day, so far as they concern validity 
or invalidity of title.” And last, but not 
least, Houghton, Mifflin & Co. of Boston 
announce as now passing through the 
press and ready for delivery at an early 
date a work by Leonard A. Jones on 
“The Law of Real Estate, In So Far As 
It Relates to Conveyancing,” in two 
volumes. It is specifically announced 
that these volumes will not include a 
discussion of the law of real estate mort- 
gage, on which subject Mr. Jones has a 
work in two volumes (10), or that of 
landlord and tenant, on which topic Mr. 
Jones is preparing a work, which, it is 
understood, will be in two volumes. 
“Kerr on Real Property” is an am- 
bitious treatise, which seems to cover 
the entire field of real estate law ina 
very thorough and satisfactory manner. 
In the first chapter in the preliminary 
“book” the definition and early history 
of private property in land are dis- 
cussed, and quite an amount of interest- 
ing information given which serves to 
throw light on the sources of the doc- 
trines of the common law. Then follows 
two chapters in which the question, 
“What is real property?” is answered 
in detail. The first “book” closes with 
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Chapter IV., in which the doctrine of 
fixtures is elaborately discussed. This 
severing of the treatment of the law of 
fixtures from the discussion of the law 
of landlord and tenant, vendor and pur- 
chaser, mortgagor and mortgagee, etc., 
is novel and also advantageous. 

Book II. deals with “tenures.” This 
book is evidently intended for institution- 
al work and certainly is well adapted to 
the wants of students, going as it does 
fully into the doctrines of the Feudal 
law, ancient English tenures and ten- 
ures in the United States. Our law of 
real property being derived from the 
English law, and the English law in turn 
being driven from the Feudal law, a 
comprehensive survey and general knowl- 
edge of these is necessary to a full un- 
derstanding of the doctrines of the law 
of real property as found in this coun- 
try to-day. 

Book III. deals with incorporeal heridi- 
taments andof necessity formsthe bulk 
of the treatise. The first chapter deals 
with estates in general, the second with 
estates in fee simple, the third and fourth 
with the incidents of estate in fee sim- 
ple, and the fifth with the creation of 
estates in fee simple by deed; chapters 
six and seven deal with the creation of 
estates in fee simple by devise; chapter 
eignt of the descent of estates in fee 
simple, and chapters nine, ten, eleven 
and twelve treat respectively of deter- 
minable, conditional, base and qualified 
fees. The thirteenth and fourteenth 
chapters of this book treat of estates in 
tail, and in chapter fifteen are discussed 
the various methods of alienating and 
barring estates-tail. Chapter sixteen 
treats of estates for life, and is divided 
into seven sections, either of which is 
equal in matter and discussion to a 
chapter in an ordinary law book. The 
same is true regarding all the sections 
which are given as subdivisions to the 
chapters of the various books that fol- 
low. Chapter seventeen treats of cour- 
tesy. in seven sections, and is said to 
be the only systematic treatise on the 
subject in existence. Chapter eighteen 
deals with dower estates, and is divided 
into ten sections. This chapter is very 
full, making more points and citing more 
cases than are to be found in “Scribner 
on Dower.” Chapter nineteen discusses 
jointure, and chapter twenty treats of 
estates for years in a very exhaustive 
manner, divided into thirteen sections. 
Chapter twenty-one deals with estates at 
will, in five sections; chapter twenty-two 
with estates from year to year, in six 
sections; chapter twenty-three treats otf 
estates at sufferance, in four sections; 
chapter twenty-four treats of estates by 
marriage, in eight sections; chapter twen- 
ty-five deals with equitable estates as 
they relate to uses, in four sections; 
chapter twenty-six with equitable es- 
tates as they relate to trusts, in six- 
teen sections; chapter twenty-seven with 
equitable estates as they relate to pow- 
ers; chapter twenty-eight with condi- 
tional estates; chapter twenty-nine, joint 
estates, in eight sections, and chapter 
thirty treats of mortgages, in five sec- 
tions. 

Book IV. treats of incorporeal heredita- 
ments, in which are included rights of 
common, rights of way, easements and 
servitudes and rents. Book V. treats of 
title, chapter one being devoted to foun- 
dations of title, chapter two to the ac- 
quisition of title, in five sections, and 
chapter three to deeds. 

This summary by chapters gives a 
good idea of the scope of the work. 





From my examination I am able to say 
that it is characterized by logical ar- 
rangement, close analysis, accurate defi- 
nition and abundant illustration; it is 
compact, correct and cheap. One of its 
leading features is its preparation in 
such a manner as to give the greatest 
possible assistance in any law office— 
metropolitan or country. The author 
has been at no little trouble to give 
duplicate references to every series of 
reports in which the cases cited are to 
be found, so that a lawyer having any 
one or more of the twelve series of re- 
published reports to which reference is 
made throughout the work can verify 
the text from the books on his shelves. 
This is an advantage few law books pos- 
sess. The work seems to be thoroughly 
and conscientiously done and will doubt- 
less fill a want long felt by the profes- 
sion. 


Since Washburn wrote the law of real 
property has undergone many changes, 
as in the doctrine ‘elating to homestead 
exemptions. The body of decisions rela- 
tive to this topic is to be found in the 
adjudications of the last twenty years— 
Washburn wrote nearly forty years ago. 
This topic, which is of such general im- 
portance, is very fully and sacisfactorily 
treated in Mr. Kerr’s work Married 
wom-ei’s enabling acts have made serious 
inroads in the doctrines of the common 
law. These also ire fully treated, and 
their effect on contracts, curtesy, joint 
estates, homestead exemptions, leases 
and the like are pointed out 


The author’s work ‘s not only thor- 
oughly done, but it is admirably done. 
It is manifest throughout the work that 
there has been a studied effort to relieve 
the persons using the treatise of all use- 
less labor; or, to express the same 
thought in another form, it is manifest 
that the author has never lost sight of 
the fact that the book is to be used by 
busy men, and no efforts have been 
spared to so arrange the mechanical 
make-up of the work that the lawyer 
can arrive at the point or the case de- 
sired with the least possible expenditure 
of labor or time. It is manifestly a trea- 
tise by a practica] lawyer for practicion- 
ers. The body of the work and the foot- 
note matter is supplied with heavy-faced 
catch-lines, which in a few aptly-chosen 
words tell the experienced searcher what 
is contained therein without the trouble 
of wading through the section, or read- 
ing the entire footnote. The index is 
framed on new lines. It is absolutely 
alphabetical throughout, and each line of 
the subdivisions is so framed that the 
word most likely to index the point 1s 
put first; the introductory particles are 
discarded. This is a great improvement 
over the indices to be found in the 
average law treatise, where there is no 
thought given to the formation of the 
lines or orderly arrangement attempted 
under the specific head. 


In the arrangement of the cases cited 
there is also met with a new idea—a fea- 
ture all law-book writers should adopt in 
the future. The cases cited are ar- 
ranged alphabetically by States, fol- 
lowed by the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the Federal 
circuit courts, Canadian cases and Eng- 
lish cases, in the order named. There is 
no variation from this order. And be- 
sides, in each court the case last decided 
is cited first, so that the first thing that 
meets the eye of the searcher is the latest 
case in point—the sine qua non of the 
brief maker. Another advantage of 
such an arrangement is the fact that it 
enables the party using the treatise to 





refer at once to the State desired, and 
know that he has collected in one place 
all the cases of that State that are cited 
to that point in the inverse order of their 
decision. This arrangement is so simple, 
and yet so assistful, that one is con- 
strained to wonder it has never before 
Deen adopted. Those who have waded 
through the usual interminable jumble 
of authorities found even in the best law 
works will readily recognize the advan- 
tage of Mr. Kerr’s arrangement of his 
authorities. ‘ 

Another matter that shows a scrupu- 
lous attention to details is the fact that 
the reports of all those States which are 
cited both by the name of the reporter 
and the volume of the State series are 
given with both references, as, for ex- 
ample: 31 Mass. (14 Pick.); 4 Me. @ 
Greenl.); 3 lll. (2 Scam.); 22 Miss. (14 
Smed. & M.); 59 U. S. GS How.); bk. 
15 L. ed., etc. This is a very convenient 
arrangement for al] those lawyers—and 
they are a multitude—who have not on 
their tongue’s end the name of the State 
to which each ‘ndividual reporter be- 
longs. 

Again, by supplying duplicate citations 
to all the reports and reporters wherein 
the cases cited are to found, the labor 
of the brief-maker is materially lessened 
and the value of the treatise as a “‘work- 
ing tool’ greatly enhan:ed. On the 
whole, the work is very carefully, con- 
scientiously and thoroughly done by a 
practical man, who has had a foreground 
of abundant experienc2, both as a prac- 
ticing attorney and in the art of book-. 
making. WALDO G. MORSE. 





THE CONSTITUTION OF THE 
UNITED STATES at the End of the 
First Century. By George S. Boutwell; 
1895. D. C. Heath & Co., Boston, 
Mass. Price, $3.50. 

Works on the Constitution of the 
United States are multiplying rapidly. 
This volume is the last but one on the 
subject, “Foster on the Constitution” 
having just been issued by the Boston 
Brook Company. Mr. Gladstone has ob- 
served that “as the British constitution 
ils the most subtle organism which has 
proceeded from progressive history, so 
the American Constitution is the most 
wonderful work ever struck off at a 
given time by the brain and purpose of 
man.” There is some truth in this, for 
the American Constitution, established 
as a written document by the conven- 
tion and in circumstances quite unique, 
has many elements peculiar and char- 
acteristic; but it is beginning to be real- 
ized that the American Constitution, 
though possessing elements of novelty, 
is not, after all, the new creation that 
Mr. Gladstone would imply. It is not 
the original composition of one body of 
men, nor the outcome of one definite 
epoch. It rests on very old principles, 
laboriously worked out by long ages of 
constitutional struggles; it looks back 
to the annals of the colonies and of the 
motherland for its sources and its ex- 
planation. The Constitution has been 
made what it is by the political develop- 
ment of many generations of men, and it 
is not the mere sole creation of the con- 
vention that formally enacted it. 

The arrangement of this work is novel. 
First there are printea the Declaration 
of Independence, the Articles of Confed- 
eration, the ordinance of 1787, the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the 
amendments to the Constitution, and 
then an analytical index of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Under each 
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section or paragraph of the Constitution 
and the amendments the author has 
printed the title of each case, with the 
Place when-reported, in which the sec- 
tion has been passed upon, confirmed or 
interpreted. After this the various 
topics touched upon by the Constitution, 
or considered by the courts, are con- 
sidered in sixty-four orderly chapters, 
followed by a full analytical index. On 
the whole, the work must prove valuable 
to all students of the constitution. 


THE MANUAL OF THE LAW OF 
REAL PROPERTY, being a complete 
compedium of real-estate law, embrac- 


ing all current case law, carefully se- 
lected, thoroughly annotated and accu- 
rately epitomized; comparative statu- 
tory construction of the laws of the sev- 
eral States, and exhaustive treatise 
upon the most important branches of 
the law of real pfoperty. Edited by 
Tighman E. Ballard and Emerson E. 
Ballard, authors of “Ballard’s Real 
Estate Statutes of Nebraska,” “Bal- 
lard’s Real Estate Statutes of Ken- 
tucky,” “The Ohio Law of Real Prop- 
erty” and editors, with Mr. Thornton, 
of “Thornton’s & Ballard’s Annotated 
Indiana Practice Code,’’ Vol, 3, 1894. 
Ballard Publishing Company, Craw- 
fordsville, Ind. 


This volume follows in plans and de- 
tailed arrangements the two volumes 
which have preceded it. There are six- 
teen cases printed in full, carefully an- 
notated, and many hundreds of cases are 
epitomized and cited in the notes. There 
is no table of the cases thus epitomized 
and cited, and in this absence we meet 
with the one possible deficit of the vol- 
ume. The work is done with the same 
painstaking care and thoroughness as its 
predecessors. This annual has already 
become a necessary part of every well 
regulated law office, and grows in im- 
portance and value with each issue. The 
{ndex given in this volume covers the 
two preceding volumes, so that the at- 
torney uses but one index—a feature 
to be commended, as it is a great time- 
saver. 








A Treatise Upon the Law of Chattel 
Mortgages and Conditional Sales in the 
State of New York. By Dix W. Smith, 
LL. B., of the Elmira Bar. Second 
Edition, by P. C. Dugan of the Albany 
Bar, 1 Vol., 1895. Matthew Bendr, 
Albany, N. Y. 

This is a new edition of a well-known 
work. The original text has not been 
touched, but a valuable supplement has 
been added, bringing the statutes and 
decisions down to date. The same gen- 
eral plan as was adopted in the original 
work has been followed in the supple- 
ment. In the supplement have been 
added all the reported cases since the 
original work appeared six years ago, 
down to and including volume 145 New 
York Court of Appeals, and the statutes 
and amendments of 1895. A new chap- 
ter has been added on contracts of con- 
ditional sale of personal property. This 
embr’ ces both the statutes and the deci- 
sions on the subject, and will doubtless 
add greatly to the value of the new edl- 
te of a standard work in New York 

tate. 





Commentaries on the Law of Insurance, 
Including Life, Fire, Marine, Accident 
and Casualty, and Guaranty Insurance 
in Every Form, as Determined by the 
Courts and Statutes of England and 
the United States. By Charles Fisk 
Beach, Jr., of the New York Bar. Au- 
thor of “Modern Equity Jurispru- 
dence,” “Modern Equity Practice,” 
“Receivers,” “Private Corporations,” 
“Public Corporations,” “Modern Law 
of Railways,” “Contributory Negli- 
gence,” “Injunctions,” “Wills,” etc., 
and sometime Editor of the “Railway 
and Corporation Law Journal.” 2 vols. 
pp. cxviii, 1,550. Price $12. Houghton, 
Mifflin & Co.; Boston. 
A careful examination of this work 

shows that the author has a thorough 





knowledge of the subject in hand, and his 
treatment is characterized by methodical 
discussion, clear and perspicuous state- 
ment of legal principles, with plentiful 
citation of authorities. The field sought 
to be covered is a broad one, being, as the 
title page discloses, an effort to cover the 
whole field of insurance in al] its depart- 
ments. To do this thoroughly in two 
volumes is quite an undertaking; but the 
result is very satisfactory, and the au- 
thor is entitled to great credit. 
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Columbian University, 


The post-graduate class of Columbian 
University Law School elected the fol- 
lowing officers: President, Harry: C. 
Evans, of lowa; Vice-President, Francis 
Nye; Secretary, John C. Scofield; Treas- 
urer, D. J. Carr; Chairman of the Execu- 
tive Committee, H. Prescott Gatley; 
Executive Committeemen, A. T. Ryan, A. 
N. Dalrymple, G. B. Cortelyou, H. W. 
Van Dyke, G. A. H. Mills and J. B. 
Clarke, Jr. This post-graduate class is 
by far the largest in the history of 
Columbian, and the meeting was charac- 
terized by genuine enthusiasm. The offi- 
cers were all elected by good margins, 
and the best of college feeling prevailed. 
Mr. Evans, the president, received one 
of the most complimentary votes ever 
given a candidate at Columbian, which 
evinced the high esteem in which he is 
held by his fellow students, for whom 
he has rendered signal service in the 
past. He was class historian last year, 
and won the debating society prize for 
excellence in debate. Mr. Evans is chief 
of the archives division, Treasury De- 
partment. Mr. Nye, the vice-president, 
is private secretary to Commissioner 
Ross. Mr. Gatley, the executive commit- 
tee chairman, is a clerk in the District 
Court offices. Mr. Cortelyou is a new- 
comer at Columbian, and the large vote 
he received is very pleasing to his 
friends. He is private secretary to 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
Maxwell. 


Albany Law School. 


At a meeting of the class of ’96 of the 
Albany Law Schoo] the following offi- 
cers were elected: 

President, William G. Brown; Schenec- 
tady; Vice-President, John B. Taylor, 
Troy; Secretary, John B. Lee, Dobbs 
Ferry; Treasurer, Louis F. O’Nelil, Al- 
bany; Orator, Edwin S. Brown, Way- 
land; Addresser, Albert J. Danaher, 
West Troy; Historian, J. Arthur Perkins, 
Buffalo; Prophet, George L. Gibbs, 
Oneonta; Grand Marshal, William J. 
Stumpf, Albany; Poet, Peter R. Kilgal- 
len, Schnectady; Executive Committee, 
W. H. Toohey, chairman, West Troy; 
Patrick F. Driscoll, Albany; Scott W. 
Skinner, LeRoy; Fay R. Robertson, So- 
dus. 


University of Pennsylvania. 
Provost Harrison and the Library 


. Committee of the Faculty of the Depart- 


ment of Law of the University have 
decided to place the George and Algernon 
Sydney Biddle Memorial Library, com- 
posed of 12,000 law volumes, gratuitous- 
ly at the service of members of the Phil- 
adelphia Bar. It is located in the old 
court room “A,” of the Court of Common 
Pleas No. 1, at No. 115 South Sixth 
street. 


Woman’s Law Class. 


There can be no doubt that the dusty 
and dismal science of law is rapidly be- 


-coming a society fad. There are law 


classes there and there in the different 
colleges, law classes and law lectures in 
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brain and body. 


Dr. E. Cornell Esten, Philadel- 
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the different cities, but the greatest of all 
is the one belonging to the University of 
New York city. 

It already contains in its roll of matric- 
ulates such prominent women as Miss 
Helen Gould, the Countess Castellane, 
Mrs. Sylvanus Reed, Mrs. George B. 
McClellan, Mrs. John P. Munn, Mrs. 
Theresa Barcalow, Mrs. Theodore Sutro, 
Mrs. Cornelia K. Hood, Miss Melle Stan- 





, Metta Titus, Miss Katharine E. Hogan, 


Miss Ethel R. Evans, the last three of 
whom are adjunct professors in the in- 
stitution; Mrs. Russell Sage, Mrs. Emma 
Beckwith, Mrs. Ralph Shaunwald, Mrs. 
A. T. Weld, Mrs, G. W. Lucas, Mrs. K. 
T. W. Gardiner, Mrs. E. R. Hammond, 
Mrs. L. B. T. Kiliana, Mrs. Annie Hain 
and Mrs. K. W. Sargant. 


Miss A. M. Fielde has organized a 
school of parliamentary law at 16 West 
Sith street. Miss Fielde has proved her- 
self admirably fitted to explain and en- 
liven this presumably ary subject. Her 
method of teaching by drill lessons has 
enabled the class to.easily grasp the 
theory and practice of parliamentary 
usages. Other classes will soon be 


formed. 
Do ee ——— 


RECENT DEATHS, 


Hot Springs, Ark.—J. N. Gwin, ex-Mayor of 
Effingham, Ill., and a prominent lawyer and 
politician, has died here. 

Fresno, Cal.—Judge Gillus Bailey, a pioneer 
of California, and one of the oldest citizens of 
Fresno County, is dead. He was born near 
Springfield, Ill.. in 1813, crossed the plains in 
1849, went to Missouri in 1858, and returned 
with his wife and children. The caravan of sixty 
persons was attacked on the way by the Mojave 
Indians, and nine of the party were killed. 

Rverside, Cal.—John M. Anderson, District- 
Attorney of this county, died after a lingering 
illness, of consumption. 

Rockville, Ct.—Erwin O. Dimock, aged 53, died 
from Bright’s disease recently. 

Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Jones, a prominent lawyer 
recently. 

f Macon, Ga —E. A. Cohes. one of the most popular 
young men at the Macon bar, died recently, he had been 
practicing law in Macon about six years. 

Chicago, Ill.—Judge Joseph M.° Bailey of the 
Tilinois Supreme Court died at his home on 
Stephenson street recently. He had been ill fora 
number of weeks, and from the first there was 
little hope of his recovery. 
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Chicago, Ill.—William T. Burgess, one of the 
oldest practicing lawyers of this city, died recent- 
ly from the effects of a surgical operation. The 

eceased was 79 years of age, and this fact, 
coupled with his weakness, made it impossible 
for — to survive the shock of the surgical op- 
eration. 


Golconda, Ill.—Judge William W. Eldridge 
died at Hot Springs, Ark., of blood poisoning, 
resulting from being ‘‘finned’’ by a catfish on 
the forefinger. 


Havana, Ill.—Major Hugh Fullerton, for many 
years a prominent member of the bar of the old 
Twenty-first Judicial District, is dead, 


Metropolis, Ill.—Judge R. W. McCartney, one 
of the oldest and most prominent lawyers of 
Southern Illinois, and president of the First Na- 
tional Bank of this city, has died, aged 52 years. 
He was once a member of the State Legislature, 
was pee f Judge of Massac County nine years, 

and served as Circuit Judge six years. He was 
private in the Sixth Ohio Cavalry and captain in 
pod we: third Pennsylvania Infantry Volun- 


_Peora Ill.—Judge Robert W. McCartney is 


yp Ind.—Judge Hewitt I, Thomas has 
died of paralysis. He was 90 years old. He was 
born in Tompkins County, New York, and re- 
moved to this State with his parents in 1819. In 
1853 he removed to Minnesota, where he engaged 
in the lumber and merchandise business. While 
in Minnesota he served one term as State Sena- 
tor and two in the lower house, and he was one 
of the commissioners named by President Lincoin 
to appraise the lands then held by the Winne- 
bago Indians. In 1865 he returned to Indiana, 
settling here. 

Rushville, Ind.—David 8S. Morgan, senior mem- 
ber of the law firm of Morgan Morris & Morgan 
of this city has died of bowel trouble. 

Terre Haute, Ind.—David S. Morgan, a leading 
lawyer of Rushville, died from an attack of grip. 


Hays City, Kan.—Aagtorney W. P. Montgomery, 
editor of the Sentinel, pioneer editor of western 
Kansas, formerly of Lawrence in Quantrill’s 
raid days, is dead. 

Stanford, Ky.—.Judge Stephen Burch, a prominent law- 
yer, aged 51 years, died recently. 

Uniontown, Ky.—Judge John Gip Berry died of 
hemorrhege of stomach recently. He was one of 
the oldest and most popular citizens of the town, 
having served as judge and in various other 
capacities. 

Riston, La.—Capt. E. E. Kidd has come to an 
untimely end. 

Houlton, Me.—A. B. Cottle, former law partner 
of P. H. Gillin of Bangor, died recently in Den- 
ver, Col., of consumption. The remains were 
brought home for interment. 

Greenfield, Mass.—Judge David Aiken is dead. 

Northampton, Mass.—Peter Starr, at one time 
@ prominent New York lawyer, died at the home 
of Miss C. A. Thompson, on Harrison avenue. He 
was born in Middlebury, Vt., and was a graduate 
of Middlebury College, and also of the Yale Law 
School. He settled in New York, and while there 
achieved considerable distinction in his profession. 
His health failed him, however, and he went to 
Northampton to be treated by the late Dr. A. W. 
Thompson. 

Westfield, Mass —Judge H. B. Lewis died enttenty of 
heart disease, he was born in Chester, Feb. He 
Degan the study of law in (851 and was canned to the 
bar fo 1834. He he!d many town offices. 

Detroit, Mich.—Alexander P. Hodges, a lawyer, 

, died at his home, 91 Pitcher street, from 
nervous prostration. Deceased was a brother of 
Charies C. and Henry W. Hodges, composing the 
firm of Hodges Bros. 


Detroit, Mich.—Jeremiah Lynch, a promising 
young lawyer, has died of pneumonia. He was 
@ graduate of the Michigan University and prac- 
ticed law for a number of years in Lapeer, the 
county of that name being his birthplace. He 
moved to Detroit two years ago. 

Howell, Mich.—Judge L. S, Montague has died. 

Duluth, Minn.—The Hon. Bernard Arntsen of 
Quincy, Ill., died in this city, aged 62 years. Mr. 
Arntsen was special allotting and disbursing 
agent of the Department of the Interior. He 
ban & prominent member of the Illinois State 

r. 


Mankato, Minn.—E. P. Freeman, on Nov. 26, of con" 
sumption. The deceased was born at Hartford, Conn.» 
and was 58 years of age. 

Booneville, Mo.—Judge J. W. Rice is dead. 

Albany, N. Y.—W. D. Morange, a well-known 
lawyer, fell through the Argus Building elevator 


shaft and was taken to the hospital, where he 
died of his injuries. 
Batavia, N. Y.—H. he was 


J. Glowacki, agees 79 years ; 
born in Poland ; in 1847 he married a daughter of Mr. Ked- 
field, who survives him. 

Binghamton, N. Y.—Robert Stone, the tal- 
ented and popular young lawyer, is dead. 


Buffalo, N, Y.—Judge Mordell is dead. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—Geo. T. Quinby, ex-District-At- 
torney of Erie County, died at the hospital re- 
cently. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—Capt. F. B. Chapman of James- 
town was knocked down by, a street car and 
killed. He was one of the oldest practicing at- 
torneys of McKean County. He enlisted in the 
Second Ohio Light Artillery. At the bdattle of 
Pea Ri he was wounded and incapacitated for 
further service. The remains were taken to Con- 
meaut, Ohio, for interment. 


' 





New York, N. Y.—Louis F. Therasson, one of 
the oldest lawyers in this city, died recently of 
heart failure. 

New York, N. Y¥.—Samuel Leeser, a young law- 
yer in the office of David Leventritt, died at the 
residence of his parents, 302 Bleecker street, after 
an unsuccessful operation for removing the ver- 
miform appendix. 


New York, N. Y.—Josiah Sherman Mitchell, one 
of the oldest of the Westchester County Bar, is 
dead. He was born in 1816. He wrote the ‘‘His- 
tory of White Plains’’ and many articles relating 
to the early history of New England and the war 
of the Revolution. He was vice-president of the 
Westchester County Historical Society. 

New York, N. Y.—Michael W. Divine, a noted 
Chancery Court and real estate lawyer in New 
York city and a member for forty years of the 
law firm of Martin & Smith, 50 Wall street, was 
stricken with a congestive chill at his home in 
Elizabeth, N. J., recently, and died in an hour. 
He was 66 years old, and had spent the greater 
part of his life in this city, moving to Elizabeth 
fifteen years ago. Hig fortune, accumulated in 
the practice, is estimated at $150,000 to $200,000. 

Oswego, N. Y.—Alfred B. Getty, for the past 
forty-four years a resident and practicing attor- 
ney of this city, died at the family home in the 
seventy-third year of his life. Few men in Os- 
wego were better known or more highly re- 
spected than Mr. Getty. He was a man of broad 
and liberal views, a careful reader and a pro- 
found thinker. Early in life he had received a 
careful judicial training in the law and the 
characteristics of his profession were exemplified 
in his life. 

Schenectady, N. Y.—W. Davidson Jones, who 
for twenty years had been a solicitor of patents, 
died recently at Amsterdam. He was a member 
of the Montgomery County Bar. 


Troy, N. Y.—Henry Lord Loudon, a shining 
light in the Rensselaer County Bar, is dead. 

Troy, N. Y.—Henry Lord Landon, a prominent 
member of the bar, formerly of the firm of Gru- 
ber & Landon, New York, was found dead on the 
floor of his office in this city early this morning. 
When last seen alive he was apparently well and 
in good spirits. 

Watertown, N. Y.—George P. Breen of Theresa, 
a well-known member of the Jefferson County 
Bar, died of cancer, at his late home, in Theresa, 
after a jong and painful iliness. He was 38 years 
of age. 

Jefferson, Ohio.—*¥ filiam H. Ruggles, one of the elder 
members of the local bar died suddealy of heart disease. 
He was born in Onondaga County, N. Y., March 1836. 

Steubenville, Ohio.—Hon. Robert Sherrard, Jr., 
the most prominent and wealthy citizen of this 
city, lawyer, banker and politician, is dead, aged 
72 years. 

Wooster, Ohio.—Arnold A. Ingram, an attorney 
and secretary of the Populist Executive Commit- 
tee, retired in good health. He died at 8.30 in the 
morning. Apoplexy is the cause assigned. 


Bradford, Pa.—Capt. W. B. Chapman, one of 
the leading attorneys of this city, and one of the 
foremost citizens of the oil country, succumbed 
to the effects of an injury. The captain was well 
known as an old soldier and a prominent mem- 
ber of the Union Veteran Legion. It was while 
he was in Buffalo attending the U. V. L. con- 
vention a couple of weeks ago that he encoun- 
tered the accident which led to his death. 

Indiana, Pa.—William M. Stewart, a former 
well-known Indiana citizen and attorney, died 
very suddenly at the home of his brother-in-law, 
Col. F. Y. Clopper, Greensburg, recently. 

Lebanon, Pa.—Grant Weidman died of apoplexy. 

Media, Pa.—George J. Parker, a bright young 
lawyer, a member of the firm of Robinson, Dick- 
son & Parker, is dead. 

Milford, Pa.—Hon. M. D. Mott, Associate Judge 
of this county, editor and ex-member of the 
Legislature, died suddenly of hemorrhage of the 
lungs, 

Morristown, Pa,—Isaac Chism, a member of the Mont 


os ry and Len igh county bars and « f the Morristown 

own councl!, died at his home recently of consumption. 

Mr. Chisin was born in Philadelphia on May 21, 1856. 
Pottsville, -Pa.—James Focht, ex-Judge of 


Schuylkill County, is dead, 

Tyrone, Pa.—James Fletcher Riddle, a well- 
known lawyer of the Blair County bar, and for 
more than twenty years a resident of this place, 
was found dead in bed recently. 

Unionville, Pa. — Associate Judze Benjamin Rich, of 


Centre county. died at his home recently. Judge Rich 
was elected for five years in 18y4. 
Memphis, Tenn.—Judge James LL. Webb of 


Taliahatchie County, Mississippi, 
at Hot Springs, Ark. 

Nashville, Tenn.—Judge W. 0. Perkins, one of the best 
known lawyers in Tennessee, died at his home in franklin 
recently, aged 82 years. 

Athens, Tex.—County Judge J. R. Dickerson 
has died of pneumonia, 

Dallas, Tex.—Judge Eilis Coombs died recently from 
he effects of an operation, he was 68 years of age. 

San Antonio, Tex.—Judge Larkin F. Rice is 
dead. He was 74 years old and had resided in 
Texas for more than fifty years. He was a vet- 
eran of the Mexican war and often spoke of the 
stirring events of that period. He had been a 
practicing lawyer from his early manhood and for 
the last six years a United States Commissioner 
for the Circuit Court in this city. He is said to 
have been one of the most competent commission- 
ers in this district, discharging his duties ably, 
fearlessly and impartially on all occasions. 


San Marcos, Tex.—Major Israel B. Donaldson, 
aged 99 years, is dead. In 1835 he was elected 


died recently 
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by the Democrats to the Legislature of Texas. 
Later he moved to Pike County, Ill., where he 
elected Probate Judge. He was voted a gold 
unted sword by the Illinois Legislature for 
service in the Mexican war. 
Sherman, Tex.—Hon. J. R. Cowles, one of the 
— lawyers of Texas, di last 
mont! 


Culpepper, Va.—Hon. James Barbour died at his 
country home, Clover Hill, about three miles 
from here, of a violent attack of pneumonia. 
Major Barbour was a brother to United States 
Senator John 8. Barbour of Virginia and him- 
self prominent in politics. 


Newport, Vt.—John L. Edwards, a prominent 
and respected citizen of Newport, has died at his 
birthpiace in Walden. He went to the farm, 
which he still owned, and was stricken with 
paralysis on Aug. 27, his seventy-sixth birthday. 
For fifty-four years he had resided in Orleans 
County, and had been a prominent and success- 
ful lawyer for half a century. 

Charleston, W. Va.—W. E. Gilkison, one of the 
oldest and most prominent attorneys in the State, 
committed suicide by jumping into the Kanawha. 
He was 70 years old and before the war was very 
wealthy. Ill health was the cause. 


Cobourg, Ont.—J. Y. Cruickshanks, a promi- 
nent lawyer, was fatally shot in his office by 





John Phillips, an old resident, who fired three 
bullets into his body. 





















































































































































DENVER, COLO. 


JACOBSON ‘BUILDING. 





LITIGATION THROUGHOUT THE STATE. NINE YEARS’ EX. 
PERIENCE IN DENVER. REFER TO DENVER NAT'L BANK. 


| v EA A ~ 


OND, 


ATTORNEY AT LAW. "a 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 











cial Law and Collec 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co., 


ESTABLISHED 1842. 


INCORPORATED 1891. 


ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U. 8S. AND CANADA. 


Commercial Law and Collections. 


Publishers of the Associate Directory of Attorneys and Banks.—A standard work with Collection A 
Banks and Attorne a our 


Contains a live list of 9,000 atterneys—one 


Special Mercantile Reports, 
cies, Jobbers, Man 


ufacturers, 
m each city or town—paying special attention to Commer: 
Attorneys desiring representation, send in application with references. 








LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE, 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks, bankers, or other equally — 
partis as lawyers of integrity and tested abilit 

believe that every one of them is werthy of 

endorsement which we give by the placing of their 
names herein. If, however, there is known to our 
subscribers, at any time, anything which reflects dis- 
creditably upon any one thus endorsed, we will ap- 
preciate fall information of the facts, and if our 
thorough investigation shows that the complaints are 
well founded, the list will be purged accordingly. 
All such complaints will be treated as confidential. 
When ible, send business to attorneys and firms 
seperted tn capital letters and always ~~ THE 

Lawyer. Counties are named in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 

2" Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorzueys on favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 
Athens* (Limestone)................... W. T. Sanders 
ingham* (Jefferson) 
BUSH & magge Rooms 2 & 3, Steiner Bros. Bank 


Buildin ay card.) 

WM. K. BROWN, 1144 2!st street. Collections and 
commercial litigation. Refers to Berney Na- 
tional Bank of Birmingham. 

—~—aN LAW ASSOCIATION, 2 and 3 Steiner 

Building. Bush & Brown, Counsel. 
Commercial, corporation, insurance law and 
collections. References: Any bank, or promi- 
nent wholesale house in the city. 


—— (Tallapoosa) ........--..------ H. J. Gillam 
Decatur (Morgan) ..................----- .W.G EY 
Fayette* (Fayette).......--....--. ROBT. L. — 
Refers to president of Alabama National Ban 
Fiorence* (Lauderdale).............. John T. 7 
Greensboro* (Hale)..................------- Thos. Seay 
Huntsville* (Madison) ............. Lawrence Cooper 
Refers toFirstN at. B’k andW.R. .— b’kers. 
Li eae ben Chapman 
Mobile* (Mobile) 
—_— & CLARK, 17 North Royal st. Refer to 


rst National Bank. 

FIELDING VAUGHAN, 65 ‘St. Francis st. Attorney 

M wi bo Beatetnnet Co. G. F. MERTINS 
uD e (Montgomery) -.-....-.-- 

Refers i> Farley National Bank and Griel Bros. & 

Co. Attorney for Attorneys’ National Clearing 

House, Commercial Law Association, &c. 
SY CHIEN a nnccoscccccccccncncevedes John C. Reid 
Tuscaloosa* (Tuscaloosa) ...-... Foster, J — & Rather 


Tascumbia* (Colbert)................-- k & Almon 
Tuskegee* (Macon) ................-- Charles W. Hare 
Uniontown’ (Perry)..........-...- A. C. Davidson, Jr. 
ARIZONA. 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)................---.-3. H. Kibbey 
Prescott* ( Yavapai) dosdocbbousesaye Robert E. Morrison 
Tombetons* a Wm. C. Staehle 
Tempe (Maricopa) dead Rant anne Sead W. J. Kingsbury 
OO ge ee eee oe Barnes & i 
ARKANSAS. 
Arkansas City* (Desha)................- Hi Thane 
Bentonville* (Benton)..........----- Mauck & Lindsay 
Brinkley (Monroe)..........-....--- Palmer & Greenlee 
Clarksvile* SD. nice cwuesosatamens J. * Cravens 
Des Aro* (Prairic)...........cccceces-- R. MOORE 
Refers to esnak Bank of Little =. Aur: 
Hidorado* (Union).................... Jesse B. Moore 


Fayetteville (Washington)..........--..- L. W. Gregg 
Refers to the Bank ‘i Fayetteville. 

Fort Smith* (Sebastian). ..............- R. E. JACKSON 
nate to Meechanes’ Bank. 


(Garland) 
Hot ron q ¢. LATTA. Refers to Arkansas National 
Bank of Hot Spies 
we i & SUMPTER. Refer to Arkansas Na- 
ional Bank of this place. 
Little Rock" Sea ee E. E. MOSS 


112 Allis Building. Refers to Citizens’ Bank and 
Bank of Little Rock. 





Magooiia* (Columbia). . --Jefferson Waliace 
*( im).... ..-.d. B. Moore 

* (Grevne) Hugh Sullivan 
Perryville* (Perry) -- -Jas. A. Vance 
Pine Bluff (Jefferson)..........------ Albert E. Ewing 
Refers to the ace aot National Clearing House. 
Rassellville (rope) Seticedakctséetaenenata Davis & Son 
Texarkana (Miller).............. See Texarkana, Tex. 
Walnut Ridge ( Scanans jpusbas boeksnchs W. E. Beloate 


Refers to Lawrence County Bank of Walnut Ridge. 





CALIFORNIA. 
Alameda (Alameda) ............-....-.- G. E. Colwell 
CO pa Frank F. Carnduff 
Refers to Sacramento Valley Bank, at Biggs. 
Celton (San Bernardino) F.¥ 





Angeles* (Los Angeles) 
J. MARION BROOKS, ex-U. S. Dustrict-Attorney. 
Refers te California Bank. 

W. H. HOLMES & CO., 202 North Main Ray Refer 

to First National Bank of Los Ange’ 

ALBERT S. LONGLEY, Law Bldg. ey ‘to First 

‘1 Bank of Los ‘Angeles an | others. (See card 
S. P. NMULFORD, 223 North Spring st. Commerc 
and probate, law practice, specialties; sixteen 
Rrry rience. 

WE SALE Rooms 11-17 Baker block. Attorneys 
for National Bank of California. Refer to First 
National Bank, National Bank of California and 

iin oe Los Angeles N ational Bank. 

Oakland* (Alameda)................. EDW. A. HOLMAN 

Refers to First National Bank and California Loan 
& Trust Co. (See card.) 

Pasadena (Los Angas ececcecccecose Jas. McLachlan 

Petaluma (Sonoma)..............-..-- Haskell & Me 

Pomona (Los Angeles). --. J. A. Gallup 

Riverside* (Riverside) .... 

Sacramento* (Sacramento pes 

San Bernardino* (San Bernardino) 

San Diego* (San Diego) 

SAN FRANCISCO™ (San Francisco) 

EMMONS & EMMONS. pra A for the Emmons 
—— Law Offices ~ San Francisco, Port- 

ttle and Tacow 

FOX AGHAY. Pacitic Muvual Bag, 508 Montgomery 
st. Collection department under special man- 
Tg (See ca dney page.) 

KNOX COLLECTION AGENCY, 110 Sutter st. Taw 
and mercantile collections. Reference and de- 

i Bank & Trust Co. (See 


) 
REPRE ASE ES Nicholas Bowden 
San Luis Obis ae LuisObispo). Wilcoxon & Bouldin 









Santa Ana* (Orange)...............-.-- Ray _—- ey 
Santa Barbara* ( ‘Bante SIDED sc nciccscseus 

Santa Cruz‘ (Santa Cruz).............. E. L. Williams 
Santa Rosa* (Sonoma).........-.---.------- O. H. Hoag 
Stockton* (San Joaquin)........... Joshua B. Webster 
i CO... cos csecnbbnadeababannn Davis & Allen 
po SY eee F. E. Baker 

COLORADO. 

jo. ae eer H. C. Rogers 
Colorado Springs* (El Paso) 


JAS. E. McINTYRE. Refers to First National Bank 
and El] Paso ‘aed Bank. (See card.) 
Denver* (Arapahoe 
= & INKLE, 805-807 Cooper Bldg. Refer to 
National Bank. (See card front page.) 

KEARN Y& ERDMAN ,600-628 Ernest-Cranmer Block. 
— 5 - American National Bank, Denver, 

eles (Cal.) National Bank. 

GEORGE S: . Rel D, 402 Equitable Bldg. Refers to 
First National Bank of Denver. 

HENRY TROWBRIDGE, Jacobson Bldg. Collections, 
depositions, real estate and mining litigation 
throughout the State. Nine years’ experience 
in Denver. Refers - Denver National Bank. 
(See card Aan of p 

EDW. D. UP reople's Bank Bidg. Prac- 
tices in State ak Federal courts. Prompt 
sonal attention to collections. Refers to Den- 
ver National 


Gmaba® CIID a cccedocnecscccaseseccasa A. C. Patton 
Gunnison (Gunnison)....................-. D. T. Sap 
EY SEND coccccessecsdiesaetued Wm. H. Nas 
Montrose* (Montrose)...................-- F. D. Catlin 
SO ED Cnackesnncesdccetecbanansl Garrison 
SDs sp ccsshosssesecdguesed | & Stev: 
~—<s mh may inaosarsngcvedotanseud A. W. LENNARD 


a: Commercial law. Refers to Stockgrowers’ 
pe Pueblo National Banks. 29 a ge.) 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) @ Franke 


CONNECTICUT. 


Bridgeport* (Fairfield) d & Tracy 
805 Franklin Block. Refer to ieidooare Nat. B’k. 

East Haddam (Middlesex). ......... E. Emory Johnson 

Greenwich (Fairfield)................-. F. A Hubbard 

Hartford* (Hartford) ...... GEO. G. & GEO. “ELIOT SILL 
345 Main street. 

Meriden (New Haven)..............-. J. Fitzgerald, Jr 

Middletown* (Middlesex). ... ARTHUR B. ALEF; JR. 
Collections avd commercial law. Refers to Farm 





New Haven* (New Have 
GEO. L. ARMSTRONG, 121 Church st. Refers to 
First National Bank. 
William A. Wright, First National Bavk Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank or any New 


Haven bank. 

New London (New London)......... Arthur B. Calkins 
Norwalk (Fairfield).................... J. B. Hurlbutt 

Norwich (New London).......... whaguid Wwm.B Aiken 
Stamford (Fairfield)................... Curtis & Curtis 
Stenin: Or H. A. Hull 
Water (New Haven)................L F. B 
Willimantic (Windham)............ Andrew J. Bowen 


Refers to Windham National Bank of Willimantic. 
indsor Locks ( Hartford) . W. Johnson 


eT ae = 
wn* (Sussex)........... ROBERT 6 yous ON 
efers to the Farmers’ Bank. 
Middletown (New Castle)............... F. Causey 
Wilmington* (New Castle) actak Willard ioe Jr. 


DISTRICT OF _— BIA. 


WASHINGTON (Washington 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 os st. Mercantile collec- 
a a specialty. Refers te Central National 


\. > ae, Jr., 472 Louisiana ave. Refers 
Farmers’ and Deposit Banks, Frankfort, Ky. 
CLARENCE A. BRANDENBERG, 412 Fifth St., N. W. 
—— collections and corporation law 
ties. Refers to Second National Bank. 
THOS. H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
law and Ae pe 8 oe y. Refers to Na- 
i 
GARNETT, Saree, BLAIR & THOM. Commercial 
and corporation law. Refer to Second Nat. Bank. 
HOLTZMAN’ & N & GOW, pF, Bldg. Commercial 
t (s 

MACKALL \ MAEDEL, 416 Fifth St., N. W. Col- 
lection department, L: P. Loving, manager. 

Refer to Lincoln National Bank. 
HUBERT E. PECK, 629 F. st.. N. W. Expert in 

Patent Causes. (See card.) 

Ralston & Siddons, 1333 F. st. Refer to West 
End National Bank and Union Savings Bank. 
WILLIAMSON & SMITH, Warder Building. Prac- 
tice before all courts Refer to Washington 
Loan & Trust Co. and West End Nat'l Bank. 


FLORIDA. 


Apalachicola* (Franklin).................. 
od Seeaeane H. K. OLIPHANT 
Special attention to commercial and real estate 9 
Refers to court officers and business houses h 
Oetes we nehe (Levy). Sapa: Lutterioh, as & Davis 
° — sae pyeevecedédcescosete E. E. Voyle 


acksonville* 
«COMMERCIAL ‘tw ASSOCIATION, 12 and 13 Law 
Exchange. Chas. 8. Adams and H. C. Good- 
ell, Counsel. Commercial, corporation insur- 
ance — and collections. References : Any 
bank, or prominent wholesale house in the city. 
FLETCHER & WURTS. Attorneys for First National 


k of Florida. 

Jasper* THienitten) iedeotnd-asocedeoncss tan A. 
Key West* a Swscese cocsesesecs cou J. M. Phipps 
Ocala* (Marion) ..............+.+- Samuel F. Mars’ 
Orange City (Volusia) suecedsness6seqane4 R. D. Coulter 
Orlando* (Orange)...............csececee W.L. Peeler 
Palatka’ (Putnam)..............-.....+-. mry Strunz 
Pensacola‘ (Escambia).................. A. A. FISHER 

21144 8S. Palafox st. —— to wen Nat'l Bank. 
St. Augustine* (St. John Se V. Dewhurst 
Tallahassee* (Leon)...... ‘i 





( 
Tampa* (Hillsboro). . 


Titusville* (Brevard)......... ...James T, Sanders 


GEORGIA. 
Albany* Oey Swbcoccecesacecagisse W T. Jones 
Americus* (Sumter)................. Ansley & Ansley 
Athens* (Clarke bcemeseconsescessosccteces Sol. Flatan 


Refers to Exchange Bank, Athens, and all leading 
business — 
Atlanta* (Fulton 
JOHN ¢ CANDLER. Refers to Atlanta Nat’! Bank. 
CLARKE & LOWE, 14 Lowe Bldg. Collections re- 
ceive immediate a. Refer Myo — Na 


tional Bank and Atlanta Trust & g Co. 
COMMERCIAL ‘aw ASSOCIATION, 1 PW hte hall 
Garrett & Neufville, Counsel. Commer- 

cial, corporation, insurance law and collections. 
ety yo Any bank, or prominent wholesale 

house in the city. 

KONTZ & CONYERS, 6% South Broad st. Commer- 
cial and co’ corporation law os ef (See card.) 
J. * Lg Collection 21-22 Inman 
lag. Prompt and careful Seaton the 
callection ol of all ——. of claims. ers to 


WILLINGHAM & ya LANE. R Refer to Atlanta National 
Bank and Maddox-Rucker Banking Uo. 





110 SUTTER STREET 





SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. ANOX COLLECTION BeeNy 


Law " Department, H. C. HODGES, Attorney. 


r © 


Defaulted Mortgages and Bonds, Clatms against Es 
| 
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BOSTON COLLECTIONS 


AND LEGAL BUSINESS. 





sexv ro READ’S ACENCY. 


A. H. READ, Counsel, 20 Devonshire Street, BOSTON, MASS. 





ALL MATTERS PROM 
| ATTENDED TO. 
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Muscatine* (Muscatine) 


Thomas Brown. Refers to First National Bank. 
H.C. Madden. Refers to Cook, Musser&Co. b’kers. 


Nashua (C ——— bnthdncceesnauhaeb sen W. P. Perrin 
Nevada (Story)...............ccecees-e--s M. P. Webb 
Newton* een a H. 8. Winslow 
Oskaloosa* (Mahaska). ............... James A. Rice 
Ottumwa* (Wapello)............... McElroy & Roberts 
Preston (Jackson) ........ ----Send to Maquoketa 
Rock Rapids* (Lyon).............. J.K.P Thom 

Sheldon (O’Brien) ...................... 1. NL MCINTIRE 

First Ly oe —— Building. 
og Ay ay:  cieliistiiitiinsiinakatpieniinanss G. D. Woodin 


) 
serjamES DOU oF ggg Commercial litigation and col- 
Refers to Northwestern Nat. Bank. 
CHAS K. ¥ WILLIAMS. “Refers to Security National 


lowa 


Lake (Bu 
— 


Savings Banks. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista). . 
Spencer* ( Rus 


.--F. H. Helsell 
Richardson, Buck & — 
ita) Mac! 


trick 


Preston, Wheeler & Moffit 
ARTHUR K. HITCHCOCK 


— we i. Se State Bank and Bank of Brooks & 
Waterloo” ( Blak: a Boies, Couch & Boies 
(Hamilton 


Webster City* ( 


Yond (Dickinson) .... 
ony (Harper 
Arkansas iy Bint 


Atchison* 
Bellevil 





Refers to Hamilton —— State Bank. 
Winterset (Madison) A. 


KANSAS. 





— MARTIN 


C. Weeks 


we & Hurd 


. Parke Jones 


; Johnston 
Council Grove* (Morris) ......... GEO. ® MOREHOUSE 
City Att.rney. Refers to Morris County Bank. 


SR iden ccnccccaee Shnone 
Refers to | aed National Bank of Di ton. 


Dodge City* (Ford)........... cocccesece W. Sutton 

o* om Lenéepbivlanechageuukaen c. : A. Leland 

* (YOM)... 2c cccccccccccccccce . BK. Z 

Fort Scott* (Bourbon) enaenascuscessecsnes John D. Hill 

Wenteniat (CW Maem)... cccccccccccccces Atwood Cady 

Garden City* eee Se _ Brown 
EE a A. J. Smi 


Girard* iuston 





EE EE eo. D. A 
Refers to Seline Valley B’k and Lincoln State B’k. 
ST Sa iemeconncocscscesesesacs ones & Jones 
| EE SE Jobn E. Hestin 
Marion* (Marion)...................... King & Kell 
* (Marshall)................ Glass & Pollac 
MioCune (Crawford) ...........ccccceccocee H. M. Ford 
Refers to the McCune City Bank. 
McPherson* (McPherson). Simpson & Johnson 
Meade* — mossoee i ery Bf 
Mound eS ohn W. pd 
Newton* Dithanicteibhabaeweinnns Willard Kline 
Norton" (Norton) ....................- I. BH. Thow 
Ga DeMMONR) 5c oi ccie-coccvcccccosed . . — Parker 
Osborne* (Osborne) ..............--..--.- rael Moore 
Refers to T. M. Walker, president First} Nat'l B’k. 
Ottawa* (Franklin) ..................... Waddle 
SE ED Socnccavedanesosdncsescess 0. We Bell 





J.S. Simmons 


ith 

Arnold & Phillips 

Refer to Bank of Girard and First National Bank. 
Barton) x 4 























A ewe e renee eeweeeeneeeas 


7 pane amin 

St. John* ( pintigee beni hiaasdaains nial J. 

Seneca* (Ni Dciiececicnae SAMUEL K. WOODWORTH 
Refers to First N: 

Smith Centre* ( De Ee R. M. Pickler 

$ ockton* (Rooks) .....................- 3. R. BROBST 
Reference: J “7 J. Smith, banker. 

Topeka* (Shawnee)................. DOBBS & STOKER 
Central 


Nat. Banik a fer to First, Merchants’ 
n 


and Central National ks, Citizens’ Bank, The 


oer ed Mercantile Co., all of Topeka. 


Wa Keeney* (T. 
Weltin: 


taneddse? whaebapemep enna F.C. Hunt 
Yates Center* (Woodson)............... W. H. Slavens 
KENTUCKY 
FU ee eee W: Pp 
Bow! Green* (Warren)........... W. W. Mansfi 
Co ion* (Kenton)............- Simmons & Simmons 
ponents + «-e--D. W. Lindsey 


‘Washington’ (Washington) 
* (Sumner 


Peerer rrr rere eee ee 





Lee Monroe 
— & —— 





Grayson ( 
Henderson* (Henderson) . 
Lexington* poets go 


UIS Ses Jefferson) 
BARNETT, MILLER & BARNETT Cor. = & Market 


weccese H, D. Gregory 
8.B. & RD. Vance 
. T. Herd 





sts. Attorneys for Lon Louisville Banking Co. and 
German Bank. 


— Sesmeneiel, 


Practice in henge Federal 


insurance and corporation 


BRIGHT a SRANDEIS, Cor. Fifth and Jefferson sta. 
German 


—s Third National Bank and 
urance Bank 
NEWTON 6. ROGERS, 322 Fifth ave. Refers to Third 
National Bank. 
Mayfield* (Graves) ............-.--+s000-+ R. O. Hester 
Maysville* (Mason).......... ——- 3 = 





EORGE W. JOLLY 


(Late U.S. Attorney, District of Kentucky). Prac- 
tice in State and Federal Courts. Refers to First 
National Bank. 


Paducah* (MoCracken).............-.. THOS. E. MOSS 


Prestonsburg* (Floyd 


Practice in all State and Federal Courts. Refers 
to all banks. 
Paris* (Bourbon) 


R-fers to the Bank of Josephine, at this place. 
Richmond* (Madiso: J." 
Commercial litigation and —— a onesie. 


Tevis Cobb 


Ruseellville* (Logan)...............-- . COFF 
Refers to en ok of Russellville. 
Somerset* (Pulaski). ..............--- J. P. Hornad 
Versailles (Woedford). es 
Winchester* (Clark). ................ Beckner & Jouett 
LOUISIANA. 
Bastrop* (Morehouse). ..........-....--.--- S. T. Baird 


Refers t» Bastrop Sta'e Bank and Merchants & 
Farmers’ Bank at Monroe. 


Baton Rouge* (E Baton Rouge)......- Read & Guodale 
Donaldsonville* (Ascension). ........-. Edmund ae 
Markeville* von aE REEESY Adolphe J. Lafar; 
Monroe" — CE D. M. Sb 


New Orleana* (Or 


— WooRE & DUFOUR, New Orleans and 


York references furnished on application. 


MERRICK & MERRICK, 220 Carondelet st. 


Refer 


to Hibernia Nat'l, Louisiana Nat'l and Bank of 
diemaenal New Orleans,and First N.B.,Chic. 


A. 3. PETERS, 906 Gravier st. Commercial law 


and collections. Refers to Citizens’ Bank and 
Metropolitan Bank. 


Auburn* ( 


JOSEPH nN. WOLFSON, Rooms 304 to 307 Liverpool 
. . Bldg. and corporation 

ractice. (See card.) 
Rayville” (Richiand) 
Shreveport* (Caddo) 


Commercial 
nnapheseeseedinas Wells & Wells 
nee contshuns Thatcher & Welsh 
D cnicsusancsaas J. W. Mitchell 
L. Mitchell 






ifefors to any ba i ia city or any coun 
County Attorney. 


Houlton* (Aroos 





piddiiemmimone George . Haselton 
— to Merchants’ Nat'l B’k. 
JAMES -—~—1~4 


Commercial lawyer and not public. Refers to 
First eral lamer -_ Houlton’ 
Lewiston (Androscoggin).............-..-- F. M. Drew 
Pittston (Kennebec) .Sdnd to Gardiner 
Portland* (Cumberiand) ..............- GEO. F. NOYES 
98 Exchange st. Rofers to Portland Savings Bank 
and Canal National Bank. 
Randolph | (Kennebec)........-.. Send wy a 
Rockland* (Knox)............. C. E. & A. 8. Littlefield 
Sd nae Geo.  Gront 
Dictecnsesesaseseosed Joseph E. Moore 
Waterville (Kennebec)............... Harvey D. Eaton 


AL ORE (Baltimore) 
SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO., St. Paul and Baltimore 
References 


ste. Mercan 
as to 
toe 


law and 


lections. 
bility: National Bank of Baltimore. 
a xchange Bank and Western National 


Baltimore. (See card on front A) 


RANDOLPH H. ey 16 E. Lexington st. 


—y AS lections a A eng 
to to People's Bank. Merchants Nat. 


fers 
ner, Washington, D. C. 


Ww. H i  RALEVGit 10 Hopkins Place, eet 


e it & Collection Bu 
Refers 
ank, , Nat. 

’ B’k. 


Bank & Commercial & Farm 
UNITED a & COLLECTION ASS’N, 649 and 65) 
Bldg. Mercantile law and 


collections 


Bel Air* ( Santora Swasdesecwessnndetas Dallam & Rouse 
Cambridge* (Dorchester)........... 0. MITCHELL 
fers to Dorch: 

*( a ae A. A. Wilson 
Denton* (Caroline) ...........--.-+--- ussum & Lewis 
Banten® (Talbet) ..ccccccccccccscocces J. 
Elkten* ‘“ecil).............00.--- L. Marshall Haines 
Frederick* (Frederick) .............-BAKER JOHNSON 

Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 














MASSACHUSETTS. 
Adams (Berkshire)...................-.--- N. H. Bixby 
Amesbury (Essex) ...........-.------- Jacob T. Ch 
Ambérst ilegeeebive) ..-Send to Holyoke 
Ashburnham (Worcester) . ... Send to Fitchb: 
Attleboro (Bristol) .................. PHILIP E. BRAD 


Refers to First National Bank of Attleboro, North 
Attleboro Nat'l Bank and Attleboro Savings Bark, 
Barnstable* (Barnstable) ..........---+-+++- Day & Day 
BOSTON* (Suffolk) 
JOHN E. ABBOTT, 85 Devonshire street. Refers to 
International Trust Co. and M. Bolles & 


bankers. 
HENRY AUSTIN, 28 State st.. (also Commissioner ot 
anager and Notary Public. Refers to Suf- 


k Nationa) Ban 
HERBERT 1 BAKER. 178 De penne. Refers to 
Broadway National Ban 


EDw. C. ‘BATES, 67 Fauitable Building. Refers to 
First National Bank of Westboro. 

R. C. BAYLDONE, 31 Milk st. (See card. 

— a Bur.er, Globe Bidg., "bas Waab- 


page.) 
CARPENTER A TOWLE E10 Tremoch st Commercial 
Re eugenics law. Refer to Old Colony 


FARNSWORTH S CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 
a Lye Reference:—Freeman's National 
Bank amilton Nat onal Bank, Boston. 

JAS. WILSON CHIMES. 47 Court st. Refers to Amer. 
a Powder Mills, Globe Newspaper Co. and 

B. Lewis Shoe Co. 

INTERSTATE LAW CO., 105 Sumner st. Sprague & 

ashburn, Counsel. 

CHARLES W. JANES, 84 Summer st. Commercial 
law and collections. No in office. Refers 
to Manufacturers’ National Bank of Boston. 

LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE, 68 Cornhill. 

MERCANTILE LAW CO., 56 Bedford street. B. K. 
Moore, Presidents Kendall, Moore & Burbank, 
—— — Refer to Mount Vernon 


(See card.) 
MOULTON. Lonine & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
Colony Trust Co. ‘and the Globe Na- 


a. "Bank, 
READ'S | —- & mr AGENCY, 20 Devon- 
Attorney at Law, Pres't. 
SPRAGUE. i WASHBURN, 105 Sumner st. Refer to 


count Vernon National Bank. (See card.) 
C—— a pot & 7 
Cambridge® (Middlesex)... aise A A. PEVEY 
am ( 
Refers to First National 
Easthampton (Hampshire) ........... os to ry oke 
oo River (Bristol) ........-...---+0++-- &G 


Worcester) 
ee CHARLES. = a2 _ eeataly — Depositions, 
cnas. ay HAYD' 7 to Wachusett National 
.-Chas. A. Russell 








Se ty ( Worcester) ............. Send to Fitchburg 
(Essex 


L coms F. Hurlburt 
Malden (Middlesex) ..................- 


ter 
LYNDE, WARDING & LYNDE 
hill, Boston. 










Eieidee ” Anderson 
ecoceveees Send to Holyoke 


jen) 
BURT. Collections sre at- 
Refers 


ULACE. a 
D. e We WEBSTER. 





at 68 Co 
‘ton D. sngsenedsosonted Williams 
Waltham (Middlesex)...................- 
Watertown (Middlesex)............... John E. Abbott 
Westfield (Hampden)....................- GEO. KRESS 
Refers to First N: 
Westminster (Worcester)........... "Send 4 een 
Winchester ( ~ acouespeseoel Geo. 8. 
Worcester* (Worcester) ............ RICE, King & a RICE 
Detertoans taal bank ee. (See card. 
vmware ni 
Adrian* (Lenawee) 
Al Al ) 
Ann Arbor="(W asintenaw) 
Beri Creek 


TWiLlis $s. MEADE, Cranage Block. General law 
poe peer Prempt a to collections. 


references. card.) 
VAN ‘KCEECK & ANNEKE Attorn 
versal Credit 


Re 
to Second National Bank, Bay City Bank and 
all county officials. 


s for and refer 
fer also 
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Bellaire’ (Antrim) Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien) Sam H. Kelley 
Refers to ee & Merchants’ Bank. 
Croswell (Sanilac). . saceeesseeceee Wilford Maciem 
METROIT* moo 
couse GLAS & WHITING, 80 to 85 Moffat 


uildin, 
cASGHAIN, "SULLIVAN, MASON & DWYER, 602-605 
—, Bldg. Refer to State Savings Bank. 


GRECE. a HALL, Dime Sav. Bank Bldg. Practice 
in all the State and Federal Courts. Prompt 
—- to vollections and commercial litige- 

tion Refer to McLe!lan & Anderson Sav. B'k. 

METCALF B. HATCH, Attorney and Manager of 
The Credit & Collection Co.. Buhl Block. Re- 
fers to John L. Harper & Co., bankers, and 
Dime Savings Bank. (See card.) 

WM. L. JANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Send de- | 
tailed statement with each claim, to secure 
preset action and prompt remittance. Refers 

to Gen. R. A. Alger. 

FRANK E. ROBSON, 1108-9 Chamber of Commerce 
Bldg. Refers to Det: oit Nat'l Bank. (See card.) 

SAYLES. & SAYLES, 10 Butler Bidg. Commercial, 

ration and real estate law. 

PHILIP T. VAN ZILE, 413 Hammond Bldg. Personal 
attention given to every collection. Special 
facilities for making collections in the State. 
Refers to Detroit National Bank, and Bankers’ 
National Bank Chicago. 

Eaton Ravids (Eaton).............-.....- J. M, Corbin 
Flint* (Geneseo) Walter R. Robison 
Frankfort (Benzie) E. R. Chandler 
Fremont At i gee -+-+ecceeelse A. Miller 

Refers to H. J. Dudley, ‘jumber dealer, aud Pear- 

son Bros., dry goods. 

Gladwin* (Giadwin)..................-- J.T. Campbell 
Grand Ledge (Eaton) 

Cassius Alexander, vice-president and attorney 

State Savings Bank. 
Grand Rapids* (Kent) 

BOLTWOOD & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 28 29 30 and 31 
Old Houseman Building, Refer to Old National 
Bank of (jrand Rapids 

TAGGART, KNAPPEN DENISON, 811-817 Michi- 
gan Trust Co. Bldg Genera! practice. Cor- 
poration, commercial law an: collections. Refer 
to Grand Rapids Natioval Bank. 

Hancock (Houghton) R. T. Looney 

R: fe's to the National Bank of Houghton. 

Houghton (Houghton) Ibert R. Gra: 
Tonia* (lonia) ale do M. Davie 
Isphemin Le og den & Youn 
Jackson (Jackson) C. BADGLE 
102 Weat Main street. 
jeman & Adams 
Sav. Banks. 


Lansing (Ingham 

Refer to City Nai land ingbam Count 
et ( Manistee) 

arguette* oe 

Midet (Mid) 
Mount Pleasent* (Isabella 
Muskegon~ ( Muskegon) R. “macbONALD 
Niles (Berrien) Willies J. Gilbert 
Oteego (Allegan) caceneatuadualn , 
Petoskey (Emmet). . Dart & Dart 

Refer to 8. Rosenthal & Son and Firat San Bank 
Pontiac’ (Oakland) if t = —— 
Port Huron™ ‘St. Blair) 
Romeo (M 

Refers to a National Bank 


Saginaw* (Sagina 
E.). DEMOREST, Eddy Bldg. (East Side.) Prac- 
say in all cane. a —_ Ppa cole 
was iaity ore’ a collec- 
tion department. Refers oy Se Second Nato 
Bank Savings Bank of East Sagina’ 
JENNER E. “MORSE ' Y Heavenrich Block (EastSide). 
Refers to People's Savings Bank »(See card ) 
WOOD & JOSLIN, 4, 5 and 6 Merrill woe re 
pane bg 
tice ell-equip' oo) epartment. 
Refer to all Saginaw banks, Circuit Judges, and 
wholesale houses. 
Sand Beach (Huron) . Hall 
Sault Ste. Marie* (Chippewa) George ae ‘Cady 
Queagie wk ¥ the 4 wide Yational Bank of = place. 
( osep Carpenter 
Three Rivers (St. 4p h). iH Pecier & Goo, E. Miller 
Traverse City* (Gran q Traverse)......... AL Gilbert 
West Bay City (Bay) .................- City 
West Branch* (Ogemaw) 7. L. Bre 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw).............. -----D. C. Griffin 


MINNESOTA. 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn)................-..- E. C. . Since 
Anstin* (Mower) Lyman D 
Brainerd (Crow Wing) .. .C. E. Chi 
Canby (Yellow — ase - Geo. Fi 
Duluth’ (St. Louis 
Cc. T. CRANDALL, 424 Chamber of Gommerce. Mer- 
cantile, corporation and mining law. Refers 
to Security Bank of Duluth. (See card.) 
RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and 
collections a specialty. Refer to any bank in 
Dulath, and St. Paul National Bank, St. Paul. 
Faribault* (Rice) 
Fergus Falls (Otter Tail) 
Glencee (McLean) 
Retooer 
Prairie* 


field 
ons 


Minneapolia* (Hennepi: 
FIFIELD & FIFIELD. 11 Lumber Exchan Mer- 
c: ntile la law and collections. (See card.) 
MERRICK & MERRICK, 736 to 788 Lumber Ex 
change. Commercial, corporation and imeur- 
ance law. Collections a specialty. Refer to 
| os oe an amen Trust Co. 
ontevideo" ppewa) 
lz Moornead* (Clay) 
Redwing* (cs 
Rochester* (Olmsted) 
| Saint Cloud* (Stearns) 
| Saint James" (Watonwan) Frederic E. Watson 
| St. Paul* (Ramsey). J. F. HILSCHER 
412 New York Life ‘Build g. “Refers to Merchante’ 
National Bank. (See card.) 
| St. Peter* (Nicollet) 
Stillwater (Washington) bag Ft yi 
Winona* (Winona) WEBBER & LEE 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of Winona. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


| Aberdeen* (Monroe).......... G. C. Paine 
Bay St. Louis* (Hancock). . Jobn Leland Henderson 
| Refers to R. G. Dun & Co. and New Orleans Canal 
& Banking Co., New Orieaus. 
Canton* (Masdison)................-- .F. B. Pratt 
| Greenville* (Washington).............4 "Alfred H. Stone 
Greenwood (Leflore)............-.....-- 5. R. Coleman 
Holly Spring* (Marshall)............. -R. F. Fant 
Jackson” (Hinds) Brame & Alexander 
Meridian* (Lauderdale) McINTOSH & McINTOSH 
Commercial litigation and collections. 
Natchez’ —. Ernest E. Brown 


Rosedale” (Bolivar 
WOODS. Refer to Rank 


Bart W. Eaton 
Geo. H. Reynolds 


ee | ~ scott & E. H. 
of Rosedale. « 1 _— said Chas. Scott is presi- 
dent. (See card ) 

MOORE & CLARK. Refer to Bank of Rosedale. 
Viekaburg* (Warren) ......... Dabney & McCabe 
Willamsburg’ (Covington).......J. F. N. Huddleston 

Refers to Judge A. G. Mayers and District-Attor- 

ney R. S. McLaurin. 


MISSOURI. 


Alton (Oregon) 

Boonville* (Cooper)..........--.---- 1G. i posdioten 

Brookfield (Lima)................-.-.- ‘¥. B. Arbuthust 

Butler* (Kates) > 

Losier, Painter & Morris 
Harrison & Harrison 


Clinton* ( Henry) 
Grant City* (Worth) 8. Gi 
Hannibal (Marion) . JOHN oe RO BARDS 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ B’k of Hannibal. 
Independence (Jackson) - . ‘ 
Jefterson City* (Cole) 
Joplin (Jasper) - . 
KANSAS CITY* (Jackson) 
eee F. MUSSEY, 515 Main st. Commercial and 
corporation law. Refers to any bank. 
EDW. G. REYNOLDS, 417 American Bank Building 
a ae Inter-State Collection Agency. 
S. M. WEST, 504 Temple Block. Refers to Hon. 
John F. Dillon, New York City. 
ESTEE CARR. 4 oo 00c0cccsccccccccscese J. C. Storm 
Lexington* (Lafayette) ...............- J. B. Shelwalter 
Macon~ (Macon) B. E. Guthrie 
Marshfield’ ( Webster) Cabell & Smith 
Refer to State Bank of Marshfield. 
Maysville (DeKalb).... -Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr. 
Memphis* (Scotland) "Smoot Mudd & W 
Mexico* (Andrain)... «enn 
) 


iT 
Poplar Biuff* (Butler) ................-..-- E. 
Refers to any business house in wanes Blut. 
Princeton*® (Mercer) ..............-.20...-- B. EVANS 
. pecial attention to collections and the ‘negotiation 
prime mortgage loans for oa Sem apy vanes 
17 years’ experience. Refer to Ban rinceton. 
St. Joseph* (Buchanan) _STAUBER & “CRANDALL 
German-American Bark Building. 
8ST. LOUIS. 
JAMES M. LEWIS, Commercial Building. Reference: 
Fourth National Bank. 
— & GRANT, _ —_— Third st. Attorneys 


rR. G. Dun 
GERRIT H. Gen BROEK, 204 North Sth st. Refers 
to State Bank. (See card.) 
Willis G. Hine 


ALLEN & BARRETT. Refer to Third Nat'l Bank. 
ey & LAMM. Refer to Sedalia Nat'l Bank. 


Springfleld* (Greene) gs edumeceneneedé 
Stewartsville (De Kalb) ...........-.... 
Stockton" (Cedar) 

Refers to the Cedar County Bank. 


(Johnson)......... 
Webb City (Jasper) 


MONTANA. 


Billings* i rn.. 
Bozeman* (Gallatin). . 
Butte* (Silver Bow), 
Great Falls (Cascad 
Hamilton ( 


..Sutton & ‘Thresher 





Largent & Huntoon 


Hoyt “% goo 





* (Lewis & 
T. E. CRUTCHER Bailey Block 
F. N. & S. H. McINTIRE, Gold Block. Commercial 


matters iprculary 
EDWARD C. USSELL. Practices in United States 
and State U Commercial law, trust fands 
and estates. Refers to Montana Nat'l Be Bank. 
Kalispell (Flathead) McC. Wininger 
Refers to the Conrad National Bank at this place. 
White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher)..A. N.C. Bainum 


NEBRASKA. 


Aineworth* (Brown). .................ce« J.C. Toliver 
Refers to Bank of Ainsworth. 


tte) 
David City~ (Butler). . T. W. 
Refers to City National, ae Nebraska National 
and First National Banks 


ks. 

(Adams). . os. caesadeig Gn ‘SNYDER &CO 
efer to First National Bank and Nebraska Loan 
¢ Trust Co. 


Bros 
Bu ROS ae “WARREN PRAT? 
Refers to City. — Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 


* (Lancaster 
BROWN & SUMPTER, 11270 st. We collect, adjust 
and secure claims promptly in Nebraska. 
COFFIN 23 ‘STONE, 1104 U st. Refer to Columbia 


National Bank. 
a oat Ropants ote Richards Blk. 


your N ka 

ES & PETTIS. Attorney for First 
Bank. 
James Nichols 


) 

Refers to First National Bank of Madison. 
McCook*(Red Willow) ao n = —- 
Nebraska Ci  (Otee) 

Norfolk* (M: PR gaa A. LATIMER 

Refers to the Nortolk National Bank. 

orth Platte* (Lincoln 


*( gias) 
G. H. 2 Room a. New York Life = 
Commercial and litigation. 


Refers to 
the Omaha Sa 


EDMUND G. a Savings 411 Karbach Block. Re- 
fers to National, 


German 
O’Neill* (Holt) 
Refers to El 


Pender* (Thurston) R. G. Strong 
Refers to State Bank of Pender and First Nat. Bk. 

atts City (Butler) T. W. DAY 
Refers to Rising City Bank and Commercial Bank. 
Rushville* (Sheridan) .). Patterson 


NEW JERSEY. 


Arlington (Hudson) .Send somes J 
i Park Shae onmouth 








ARTHUR A. STEARNS, 


ATTORNEY AT LAW, 815 Society for Savings Building, CLEVELAND, OHIO, 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION A SPECIALTY. 
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Bergen & . Baow 
Ci spielen 
Gage Say (pales A sreth 


Freehold* (Monmouth) ......... FaEDERICK F Pa KER 
Refers to 

Hackensack* pomebivanwnninmttaine 

Hackettstown (Warren) .................. H. W. Hunt 

Harrison (Hudson) ..Send to R.B.Seymour, Jersey City 

pana op oe RES S < Alex. C. Young 


Ci son) 
sor S HN H, Pal PALMER, Fuller Bldg. soenes attention 
ven to collections and commercia litigations. 
fers to First National Bank, Jersey City. 
R. B. SEYMOUR. Commercial law and organization 
of corporations in this State. Refers to First 


National Bank. 
Long Branch (Monmouth)... --John W. Slocum 
Matawan (Monmouth)..............- Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris)............... Willard W. Cutler 
Mount Holly* (Burlington) ........ Walter A. Barrows 
Newark* 


‘k* (Essex) 
rae et — 22 Clinton street. Collections 


GILBERT EL T ELLIOTT LAW CO., 523 Prudential Bldg. 
— i ee Exchange National Bank, 


eoRDON + HAMILTON, 791 Broad st. Collections 


JOHN N WHITEHEAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 
U.S. and Supreme Court Commissioner. 
New Branswick* (Middlesex)..... Warren R. Schenck 
Refers to National —_— of New J ersey and Peo- 
ple’s National Bank 


EE eer David R. Snover 
Passaic Cree ns eas Genie ianiigieaiaaante Wn. A Scott 
Paterson* (Passaic)................-- Rayton E Horton 
Plainfield (Union)............... REED & CODDINGTON 
Babcock Bldg. Refers to First National Bank. 
Princeton (Mercer). ............c.c00.000- F. A. Dennis 
SE SED viienocnecesponssgapaceaawes I. L. Hunt 
Red Bank (Monmouth)............. eo & Hope 
Somerville* (Somerset) ..............- ames L. Griggs 
Trenton* (Mercer) 
“THE” BLECKMAR COMPANY. (C. F. Sanderson.) 
—o law and collections. Refers to the 


m Trust and Safe Deposit Co. 
NEVIN'], ‘Loos, 9 East State “¥ Collections and 


mercantile law. 
Woodbridge (Middlesex) ........... EPHRAIM CUTTER 

Mercantile law a specialty 
Woodbury* (Gloucester)...............-... Lewis Starr 

NEW MEXICO. 

Albuquerque* (Bernalillo) ....... THOS. N. WILKINSON 
Refers to the Rank of Commerce of this place. 
og | eee eS 0. T. TOOMBS 
Folsom (Union) phim) wis seambaea Send to Clayton 

Las V' * (San Miguel)............... Ww. B. 

Refers to Firat and San Miguel National Banks. 
Santa Fe* (Santa Fe).............. George W. Knaebel 
Socorro* (Socorro) ................-----.-- J. D. Brooks 

NEW YORK. 
Albany* (Albany)..........--...------- Mills & Bridge 
Amsterdam(Montgomery). Westbrook, Burke & Hoover 
Auburn* (Cayuga)...... Underwood. » Storke & Seward 
ne ll anya iipideniinnnet heen E. Webster 

CLIFFORD SAR s. ARMS. General Practice. Courts. 

ections. 
Brooklyn ny rasddeinbuseniadil Send to Rochester 
Broo! g 


Fey 
EORGE F. ELLIOTT, Garfield Building. 
MOREHOUSE & FISH, 26 Court st. Commercial and 
— 


on law. 
Buffalo* ( 
CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 52 White 
llections and corporation law. De 
tions taken. Refer to City Bank. 
CLI a & sage y aden — Seneca st. Attorneys 
of Comm 
GENERAL COLLECTION | AGENCY OF BUFFALO, 
Erie County Bank Bldg. Geo. 8. Hull, Att’ 
eae gg and geal ‘—- to Fidelidy 
Guarantee Co. ueen City Bank. 
UNITED. * MERCANTILE associ TION (Incorp.) 
0 D. S. Morgan Building. Sprague, Moot, 


bese & Brownell. attorneys. Collections 
and reports. (See card.) 
Canandaigua* (Ontario)..............- 
Catskill" ( ina acteinis cpeaiinan jAMES en OLNEY 
Refers to Catskill National Bank. 
Charlotte ( D gittwackhnneeaian Send r Rochester 
Corning* (Steuben)..................-- Wiliams 
Cortland* (Cortland)............... idan é "WINSLOW 
Refers to First Nat. B’k and Postmaster of Cortland. 
Dansville (Livingston) ................--... aaa G. Foss 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua)............ & Warner 
Elmira* (Chemung). conan WERENDEEN 8 & MANDEVILLE 


ies for State Bank; blmira Savings Bank ; 
New York State Association of Hard ware Jobbers. 


Fairport (Monroe) ................-- Send to Rochester 
Geneva (Ontario)................-... Geo. L. Bachman 
Glens Falls (Warren)................ A. Armstrong, Jr. 
Homer (Cortiand).................--- Send to Cortland 
Honeoye Falls (Monroe)............ Send to Rochester 
Hornellsville (Steuben).............. Chas. Conderman 
Hudson* (Columbia) ................... A . Chase 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) ................... ames L. nae 
Jamestown ( utauqua).... ee Fowler & Wee 
Johnstow n* (Fulton) ............-. AYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet’s and the Johnstown Bank. 
peckn. OS Ee J. G. Westbrook 
Loc or EO Joshua Gaskill 





Malon 
FREDERICK « ¢. PADDOCK. ae People's 
ational Bank and Farmers’ _~— Bank. 
a (Cortland) to Cortland 
Foe C. R. Taylor 


Middletown ( ). i 
Mount Vernon mm ¢ estchester) . Ostrander & Crawford 
New Hoel ~~ atatiiaseeasanael Jonathan Deyo 
New Rochelle (Westchester) ....... John F. Lambden 
& DEANE, 271 Broadway. General law 
ractice. Collection department. Pag te 
ey qatar. Refer to N. Y. Herald, Wal- 
Merchants’ "Refriguetine. Co., &e. 
CARTER, HUGHES 2 DWIGHT, Suite 150-160, 96 
Broadw. 6 Wall st. ‘(See card.) 
— ection LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See 
moneHOUSE & FISH, 206 Broadway. Commercial 
ration law. 
RUSSELL, OBINSON & WINSLOW, 253 Broadway. 
Consulting Counsel: Building & Loan Associa- 
_— anes and Corporation Law. 
0. B. MAS, 35 Wall st. General law practice. 
Gelleetion department. Consulting counsel. 
Niagara Falls (Niagara)........... Ely, Dudley & Cohn 
Ogdensburg (St. Lawrence).......... Louis Hasbrouck 
aaa ae Burke & Brewer 
Refer to National State Bank, Farmers & Merch- 
ants’ State Bank, and Central Bank. 


Sateen ewe eee eenen 





Oneonta (Oteega)..................-..-- Melville Keyes 
Oswego* Rr rnenssonnoneeress -P. W. Cullinan 
Owego* (T ei eee S. S. Wallis 
Peekskill (' scccsncconseasnced J. H. Baxter 
is. ¥ wt eo John T Knox 
Plattsburg* (Clinton) . ............- .S. A. Kellogg 
Potsdam (St. Lawrence)...--..-.----- _W. M. Hawkins 
Poughkeepsie* (Dutchess) 
—. E. ACKERMAN. Refers to Fallkill National 
d Farmers & Manufacturers’ Nat'l Banks. 
BEN). ™ comes. 56 Market st. Refers to Fall- 
d City National Banks. (See card.) 
MARTIN HEERMANCE (Ex-District Attorney of 
Dutchess County). Refers to Poughkeepsie 
National Bank. 
Rhinebeck (Dutchess) .............- Martin Heermance 
Rochester* (Monroe) 


SELDEN S. BROWN, 337338 Powers Bldg. Prac- 
tices in City, State and Federal courts. Refers 
to Traders’ National Bank. 

CHARLES ROE, 1002-1004 Wilder Building (See 
card back page.) 


eee a o- 8} nm 

Salamanaca ( ND: «0s -peadawes Hud 

Sandy Hill (Washington)... eee Y neALse 

Saratoga Springs (Saratog: eet eps TLER 
Refers to aoe National Bank. 

Saugerties (Ulster).............-. EGBERT WHITTAKER 


rector = Sangertie Bank and trustee in Sauger 


ties Savings Bank. 
Schenectady* (Schenectady)........... Jatob W. Clute 
Spencerport ———, aia nine Send to Rochester 
yracuse* (Onon 
ae: & DER, ee Kirk Block. Refer 


to Ban 
FRANK C. g: SARGENT, 33 324.225 Kirk Block. Collec 


tions a & 





WILSON & WELLS, 8 samned —_ Refer to Bank 
of a “ee card 
Tenawanda (Erie)... .....ccccccccccess 
Rensselaer). - jouw’ P. CUR EY 
68 & 7) Congress st. special attention given to 
collections and commercial law. 
Utica* (Oneida)......... .--AYLESWORTH & SHUMWAY 
Refer to Central Bank of Oneida. 
ee Send to Corttand 






Watertown* (Jefferson)................ yy 
Whitehall (Washington). ‘ ear & Li 

White Plains* (Westchester). Wilson Brown, Jr. 
Yonkers (Westchester)................ Wm. C. Kellogg 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Ashboro* (Randolph) 
GEO. S. BRADSHAW. Refers to Commercial Na- 
tional Bank. High Point. 
WM. C. HAMMER. Notary Public. Refer to Na- 
tional Bank of High Point, N. C. 
Asheville* (Buncombe) . Davidson & Jones 
Carthage* (Moore) . . JNO. W. HINSDALE. Collections. 
Charlotte* (Mecklenburg) weeetonne CLARKSON & DULS 
Practice in all courts. Refer to Commercial Na- 
tional and First National Banks. 

Durham* (Durham)... .She — Manning & Foushee 
Elizabeth City~ (Pasquotauk) . F. Lamb 
Refers to First National Bank of Elizabeth City. 
—, (Cumberland)..JNO. W. HINSDALE. Col- 





lection 
Gueenthene® —.- --tet & King 
GreemGEe* (PU. 20000 secs cc cccsancessncs W. H. Long 
Refers to Elliott Bros , Baltimore, Md., and J.B. 


Cherry & Co., Greenv ille. 


CO aaa 
New Berne* (Craven 








Raleigh* (Wake)... .. 

Shelby (Cleveland).............-.2--- Gidney & Webb 

8 ville* (Iredell) - $ es 
illiamston* (Wilkes)..............-.--.. 

Wilmington* (New Hanover)..........P. &. “MANNING 


Refers to any bank in Wilmington. 

Winston* (Forsythe)...........-.. WATSON & BUXTON 
Prompt attention go to all business. Attorneys 
for First Nat. Ban Refer to all Winston banks. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Bismarck* (Burleigh)..........-..... Frank V. sommes 
Devil’s Lake* (Ramsey)...............- E. A. Mi 
Dickinson™ (Stark)..........-.... ALBERT J. BUR ETT 
Collections a specialty. Refers - First Nat. Bank. 
Ellendale (Dickey)............ ddabesebocess A. T. Cole. 





Benge’ (Ones a On ae I FRED B. MORRILL 
ce: Firet National Bank Block. Refers to First 
and Red River Valley National Banks. 

Grand Forks*(Grand Forks) ...... Cochran & Feetham 

IONE? CEM ccncescocesocsosesnansens J. F. Sel 

Mandan* (Morgan --B. W. Shaw 

Northwood (Grand | ..M. V. Linwel} 

Steele (Kidder)....... .... -.Charles H. Stanley 
Kefers to the Capital National Bank of Bismarck. 

Wapheton* (Richland).................- W. E. Purcell) 

OHIO. 
Akron* (Summi 


E. C. HOUSEL, 109 South Howard st., Rooms | & 2 


Special attention given to collections and com. 
mercial law. Refers to First National Bank. 
Ampharet (LATRR) 00. ccccecccccccosescoseses See miytia 
a (Ashtabaia) Sanscdéketebeamal R. W. Calvin 
TUS” (CEAWETE) .cccccccccccccess Edward Vollrath 
RGES* (HASTIGM).cccccccccccccccceses D. Cunningham 
Canbrideet (Guernsey).......----- Fred. L.  eneeneal 
Refers to Old National Bank of Cambri fia 
Camten® (Btark).ccccccccecs cocccese FR a, KIBLER 
Refers to the Farmers’ Bank. (See ca 
Carrollton* (Carroll).............-.-- Holder % Oglevee 
Chillicothe* (Ross)................- Albert Douglas, Jr. 


INCINNATI* (Ham 
conmenr’e. LAW ASSOCIATION, 35 Smith Bldg. 
o. J. Cushing, Mgr. J. B. Kelley, Counse 
path corporation, insurance law and 
collections. References: Any bank, or promi 
nent wholesale house in the city. 

BENJAMIN H. COX, 36 East Fourth st. Corpora 
~- and commercial litigation. Refer to Merch- 

ta’ National Bank. 

JOSEPH COX, Jr., Room 22, Chamber of Commerce 
Buildin Refers to Fourth and Merchants 
National Banks. 

JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
Refer to Equitable National Bank, Members of 
Attorneys National Clearing House. 

Circleville* ne wvesevens Samuel W. Courtright 
Clevelana* (Cuyahoga 

ARTHUR A. ISTEARNS, 815 Society for Savings Bldg. 
General practice in all State and Federal courts. 
Prompt attention to collections and commervial 
litigation. Notaries and stenographers in office 
a taking depositions. Refers to State Na- 

ional Bank. (See card.) 

JAS. M. WILLIAMS, 204 oeeate r st. Commercial 
law and collections. positions. Refers te 
yy — ane Union National Banks and Savings 


JOHN OW WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
Cleveland a Bank. 
Columbus* (Frank! 
THOMPSON, CARTER & ULREY, 105% South High 
st. References:—Merchants & Manufacturers’ 
Bank and Brooks. Butler & Co., bankers. 
HARRY R. WILSON, Room 6, Y. M. C. A. Bldg 
~ > rae and commercial law a specialty. 
* (Mon ) 
TW. BEEGHLY, Davis Bldg. Collections and com- 
mercial law. (See ca wovrbnb 
sty) a mgm — & CRANE OR Odd Fellows’ 
Temple. Refer to all bank 
GEO. H 4 WOO 00D, 38-39 Callahan ‘Bank Bldg. Colleo- 
tions and commercial law a specialty. Refers 
to the City i Bank and the N. Thacker Co. 









Defiance* (Defiance)................---- M. E. ORCUTT 
— al law as collections. Refers to Defiance 
ks. 
Delphos (Allen)........-...+-+++++++- Horace A. Reeve 
Dennison (Tuscarawas) .................. A. W. ELSON 
Refer to Dennison Deposit Bank. 
R* CIT iaccccs ceccceseccodeas -Edmond §. Dye 
Elyria* (Lorain)........ eeucabs on Irving H. Griswold 
Findlay* (Hancock).........-.-..-.- W. H. McElvaine 
Fremont* (Sandusky) .........------------ F. E. —— 
Galion (Crawford).......... socccnbagsaue J. W. Coulter 
Gallipolis" (Gallia).............. Albert Douitt Alcorn 
Refers tv First National and Ohio Valley Banks. 
GemTNGe SEAMED ccc ccc cvcesesccccsscssceess See Elyria 
Greenville* (Darke).... .......... — Martz & Rup 
Hamiltoa* (Butler)............. ° don & Fitton 
Hillsboro* (Highland) ----O. N. Sams 


lronton* (Lawrence). 











Jackson* (Jackson) . = E. Downs 
Kenton‘ (Hardin)..........-......---+--- W. Squire 
Lancaster* (Fairfield Pickering 4 & Pickering 
Lima‘ (Allen)..... ... Cable & Parmenter 
London* (Madison).................-.+-+- Jy ger 
Lorain (Lorain) .... wuthadeiiiied to Elyria 
Manatield® (Richland). ....... “cumiins . MeB DE 
ollections a specialty. ( ca © 
Marion“ (Marion) _— poensd edkbhntesed » F. McNeal 
Marysville’ (Union) ...........0..csscceee . E Griffith 
Massillon* eet) iesagweceed Pease, eta vin & Young 
Medina* (Medina) ...................-.--- Jos. Andrew 
Middletown (Butler) bbbbSescsedsdoen Doty & Todhutter 
Mount Vernon” (Knox)........--..--: Cooper & Moore 
Newark (Liching)...............+-seeee- Waldo Taylor 
New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas) ....-..- J. &. KUHNS 
Collections pus commercial law. Refers to Ex- 
change Ban 
Norwalk J ml ddeesoococceneoesocesal A. M. Beattie 
ee Jamison & Davis 
Portamouth* (Scioto).......-.-..----+++- 2 P. Purdum 
Ravenna* (Portage)..................«-- W. Maxson 
Ripley (Brown) ...........------+0s--+-- By Wo Sue | 
Sandaeky" Sees ae Phinney & M 
ngtield* (Clark)................ hran & Rodgers 
benville” (Seffereon)........cccccocceee P.P Le 
“( Ds dndecedhedes osbabede - Fe & CORBETT 


Attorneys for R. G. Dun & 
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Toledo* (Lucas 
HENRY S. BUNKER, a Bldg. Refers to 
Bradstreets' Agen 


ite" 
bees =~ DUNLAP, a5 08 3 National Union Building, 
uron st. Refers to Second National Bank. 


FOSTER & FOSTER, 60 Produce Exchange. Refer 
tothe Ketcham National Bank. 

L. H. PIKE, 301 Gardner Building. Refers to the 
Northern National Bank. 


Uhrichaville (Tuscarawas).......... Send to Dennison 

Urbana* (Champaign)..........-----.--- Heber Kenaga 
Refers to National Bank of Urbana, Champaign, 
and Citize:.s’ Na — Bank. 


Van Wert* (Van Wert)..........,....... G. L. MARBLE 
Refers to Vau Werk National Bank. 

Warren* ey Fy, a a ers no. M. Stull 

WashingtonU. H.* (Fayette). may: Patton & Marchant 

Wellston (Jackson) aa tee hng kan pOaaa A. E. Jacobs 

Wilmington* (Clinton) . ..G. P. Thorpe 







...J. Calvin Ewing 
-- Howard E. Buker 


Youngstown* (Mahoning 
Zanesville* (Muskingum).. 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


E] Reno ow be coccessowcnceases Baxter & Severy 
wuthrie* (Logan)................- Thomas H. Cuppage 


Kingtaher 3 & Fen pate to Bank of Kingfisher 

d Commercial 
W. W. NOFFSINGER. Redaete Bank of aeeahee. 
WN CN he bdcccocces, peasccessees bet a ~~ 


Norman* (Cleveland)................----- = 
Oklahoma” (Oklahoma)........... cain, YY can 
Perry’ (Noble) ........------e-eeeeee---e- Cc. H. Wynn 
Stillwater* (Payne)..................- Sterling P. King 
OREGON 

Astoria* (Clateop)................ses0-- A. R. Kanaga 
BEE. Gc ce ccesccccnnsscesessccts Geo. B. Davis 
Portland" (Multnomah) 


EMMONS & EMMONG, 609 to 612 Chamber of Com 
merce Building. Attorneys for Emmons As- 
sociated Law Offices of San Francisco, Port- 
land, Seattle and Tacoma. 

JOHN T. WHALLEY, 415 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 


(See card.) 

Gedeme® CATER .coccqoccceescoessccces hn A. Carson 
The Dalles* (Wasco) ..... Mays, iiuniingnen & Wilson 
PENNSYLVANIA, 

Allegheny* (Allegheny)........-........ H. L. Christy 

Allentown" (Lehi 


MORRIS ey KAUPFMAN. Refers tu Lehigh Valley 


Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 

JAS. L. SCHAADT, Dist. Attorney for Lehigh county. 
vowed to Allentown or Second National Banks. 

Altoona (Blair 

4. S. LEISENRING. Commercial Law and Collec- 
tions yy Solicitor for First National 
Bank of Altoona. 

HORACE G. ‘STOVER Rooms 6 & Nicholson Bldg. 
Refers to First National Ban 


Beaver Falls (Beaver) ............. Oitbere 1 L. —— hart 
Bellefonte* (Centre) ...........-..ccc.e- & Dale 
—_ (Northampton) ...Send to South ‘Bethlehem 


( ey & Byles 
emeeweis (Jefferson).......... B. McCullough 
Refers to the Brockwayville Bank. 
Brooxville* (Jefferson) .. Alexander C.&Jobn M. White 
Refer to the National Bank of oe Pa 


Chambersburg” (Franklin).............-- pee | 
Chester (Delaware) ................-...- 
Clearfield* (‘ ‘learfeid) bane cea cneee ROLAND 0: * SWOPE 

Refers to the Bradstreet Co. 

(Fayette) «snnecececeee Wm. A. Hi 

Easton* (Northampton)............ H D. Maxw 
Erie* Paccccccccccccess cacccccecses ‘orce & Yard 
Franklin* (Venango)................. E. H. Lamberton 
Gettysburg’ (Adams). ................--- Geo. Benner 
Greensburg* (Westmoreland).. ...... G.S Rumbaugh 
Harrisburg” (Daupbin)............. Meade D. Detwi 
Hazelton (Luzernt)..........-..-. T. HOWARD ranese 


Commercial collections promptly attended to. 
fers to Ma kle Banking & Trust Co. 


Hollidaysburg* (Blair)............... Robert W. Smith 
Honeadale* (Wayne).............---++.---A. T. Searle 
Johnstown (Cambria) .............+..+--.- H. H. Kuhn 
Lancaster* (Lancaster)..........------ WM. H. KELLER 


Refers to People’s National Bank, Lancaster Trust 
Co. and People’s Trust Co. 


Lebanon* (Lebanon)...... -ashadeeaand i caee & Schock 

Lewistown* (Mifflin)................. ward O Lantz 

Lock Haven* (Clinton) ............. ? °R. a 

Commercial matters given special atten 

Sonsh Chunk* {Oasten) anneeideia hated Fred Bertolette 
cKeesport (A MEBY) .ccccccccecccces . L. Christy 

Mondville* ( eaten) beciwoedcscngensé Joshua Dou 

Miffinburg. CMD cadcsectoncsvcsee Horace P. Glover 


Milton (Northumberland) .. - FRANK M. _ 
Refers to the Milton Trust & Safe De it Co 


Mount Carmel (Northumberland)......... . B Faust 
Mount Pleasant (Wesmoreland)......... Nevin A. Cort 
New Castle* (Lawrence) 

W. H: FALLS. a to National Bank of Law- 


Be ~ Count 

K GREGORY. ” Refers to the First Nat'l Bank. 
Werristowss (Montgomery)..... WM. F. DANNEHOWER 
Oil City (Venango).................6- ~«..Wm. McNair 
PHILADELPHIA* (Philadelphia) 
A. J. & L. J. BAMBERGER, Ledger Building, 
606 ercial law. Collections. 
Refer to Commercial National Bank, John & 
Jas. Dobson, John Wanamaker &CityTrustCo. 





€ 

Philadel phia—Continued. 

CARR & FRANCISCUS, Provident Bldg. Collections 
a specialty. a a oe estate, con- 
veyancing. No n office erences per. 

ana ssion: ‘Tradesmen's Nationa Bank; Wa 
Grevemeyer & Co., C. M. Bailey's Sons & oa, 
| x A. Hoyt & Co. "The Tamawrat Co. and Carey 
, branches of the National Wall Paper Co, 

4. R. CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bldg. Corporation, com- 
pene law and collections. Kefers to P. P. 

rd, cashier National Bank of Republic. 

NORTON z NORTON, 1326 Chestnut st. Law and 
collections. Reliable correspondents in all 
large cities. Refer to Commonwealth Title 
Insurance & Trust Co. 

JAS. C. SELLERS, Franklin Bidg. Counsel for Gil- 
bert Elliott Law Co. 

WAGNER & COOPER, 251 South Fourth st. Refer to 
R. G. Dun & Co. The Mercantile Agency, at 
any office. 


PITTSBURG* (Allegheny) 
JOSEPH BRIEL, 94 Diamond st. Refers to Anchor 


Savings Bank. 

LEE & CHAPMAN, 170 Fourth ave. Corporation 
and commercial law. Refer to Keystone Bank 
and Columbia National Bank, Pittsburg, and 
Seaboard National Bank, New York. 


Pottavilie* = daa pedeccesccenases S. B. EDWARDS 
Reading* (Berks)...............0+++-++++- H. A. Zieber 
Bidguene* CT iccccsccaccocascced George A. Rathbun 


ton (Lackawanna) 
a C. RANCK, 136 Wyoming ave. (See card.) 
i. . SANDO, Dime Bank Bidg. Rofere to Dime 
- & Discount Bank and Scranton Savings 


& Trus' 

Cc. S. BOODRUFF. New Republican Bldg. Refers 
to Dime Deposit & Discount Bank and Third 
Nationa] Bank. 

Smethport* (McKean)............-.--..... E. R. Mayo 

Refers to Henry Hamlin, banker, and the Eldred 


(Pa.) Bank. 
South Bethlehem (Northampton) ...... J. D. Brodhead 
Kesident counsel for the E. P. Wilbur Trust Cu. 
Sunbury* (Northumberland)........HARRY S. KNIGHT 


Refers to Cochran, Payne & McCormick, bankers, 
Williamsport, Pa. 


Uniontown" (Fayette).................H. L. Robinson 
Warten” (WattGid..ceccccccccccccdcs Hinckley & Rice 
Washington* (Washington),........... Barnett & Linn 
Watsontown (Northumberland)......Send to Sunbury 
Wellsboro* ( Tioga).............-.-.- “Merrick & Young 


West Chester* (Chester) ..........JAMES C. SELLERS 
Reters to Nat. Bank of Chester County 


Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne).............. JOSEPH MOORE 
Refers to vepcomin 8 Bank. 
ein me a * dae coming) 
Ww. GILM fers to the West Branch 
National Bonk 


HICKS & SPENCER. Refer to Merchants’ Nat. B’k. 
WE CR csccccescccceccesaccse Nevin M. Wanner 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Betatel” (Briatel)ccccccccccc cccccccccees Samuel Norris 
Ne * (Ne Danescesae ..W. P. Sheffield 
Pa ket (Providence).............. «..- J. L. Jenks 


) 

FRANK H. JACKSON, 49 Westminster st. Collec- 
tious and commercial litigation a specialty. 
Refers to Hon. Chas. Matteson, Chief PSustice 
of Rhode Island, Industrial Trust Co. and THE 
AMERICAN LAWYKR. 

JOHN ERASTUS LESTER. Commissioner for New 
York. Patents. Collections 

Warren (Bristel).....cccccecccccccee Charles B. Mason 
Westerly (Wa-hington)...............Albert B. Crafts 
Woonsocket (Providence)......... ....Chas. F. Ballou 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Aiaee? CADMB). coc ccccce cccccoccececs mm AR Bros. 
Beaufort* (Beaufort)............... «..- W. I. Verdier 
P CINE annadseccqcecacances C. L. Winkler 


Camden 
CHARLESTON” (Charleston) 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 24 Broad st. 
Murphy, Fassaw & Legare, Counsel. Com 
mere . corporation, insurance law and colleo- 
tions. References: Any bank, or prominent 
wholesale house in the city. 

Se P.O. Box 156. Refer to 
any bank in city. Council for State Savings 
Bank (Seecard on this page and on back cover.) 

SMYTHE a LEE, 7 Broad st. Refer to Exc 
Banking & Trust Co. and Bank of Charleston 
National Banking Ass'n, Charleston. (See card.) 

Columbia* —, Lend pass ceased Francis H. Weston 
Greenville* (Gree: 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, Record Building. 
Mooney & Earle, Counsel. Commercial, cor- 
poration, insurance law and collections. Ref- 
erences: Any am, or prominent wholesale 
house in the ci 

Orangebure* (Orangeb z) Resescadece P. T. Hildebrand 
Spartanbu g* Gecteniuns.. .-Nicholls & Jones 


SOUTH renee Re 





Aberdeen* (Brown) ...............---. T. TAUBMAN 
Refers to First N. B. and Bldg. a Ase’n of Dak. 
Bangor (Walworth)..............-..+-...- W. R. Green 
Se CR in cans ds ndaccedusanes M. E. Rudolph 
Chamberlain* (Brule)...................- C. C. Morrow 
Deadwood* (Lawrence) ............... Coe & Edmonds 
Flandreau* pe! L casi aiinalhadiatieiaes be HARRY D. JAMES 
Refers to M Loney Bank 
Hot Springs* (Fall River)............... Loomis 8. Cull 
Huron* ( TD éunqcczese edadeqeeucessind John L. Pyle 











UX FALLS*« 

AIKENS, BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer to Minne- 
hah» and Sioux Ln yng! Banks. (See a 

U.S. G. CHERRY, Refers to Union Trust Co. and 


Minnehaha National Bak 
DONOVAN & GLOVER. Refer to Dakota National 
and Union National Banks. 


Watertown* (Cod Susvac sudctebecd John Nicolson 
Yankton (Yankton)........... 
Refer to Yankton National Bank or any other 
bank in Yankton. 


TENNESSEE. 
Bristol* (Sullivan)...................- & 
ville~ (Haywood).......... o---0d. W. Moore 
Charlotte* (Dickson) enacesa dslesnednmenasinn W.L. 


* (Hamilton) 
T. P. aes & BRO., 7 and 11 McConnell Block. 
Refer uth Savings Rank. 
oe SWANEY & COOKE, 300-303 
er to First and Third Nat'l Banks. 
porten . Refer 


*& Porten, ts gg Block 

R G. Dun & Co., Chicago. 
Ww. a SMALL, 49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third 
National Bank. 


Pere ee ee eer res 


~ (Madison) 
“ practice but special service given com- 
mercial litigations. Refers to First N 


* (Knox) 
CORNICK & HENDERSON, Deaderick Bidg. Special 


ce given mercantile litigations 
INGERSOLL oa PEYTON. (See card top margin of 


Mem: bie = Sali) 

NRY CRA 33 Madison street. Attorney for 
Union and Planters’ Bank, Oliver-FinnieGrocer 
uitable Assurance Society of New 
York Refers to Mechanics’ National Bank, 
New York; First National Bank, Chicago. 
Commercial business and collections a specialty. 

Notary and Commissioner in office. 
ows & — 310 Second st. Attorneys for 
ational Bank. Special attention to col 
fe hey Refer to Chemical National Bank 


of New York. 
Morristown* (Hamblen)................. Nat. B. Jones 
Nashville (Davidson) 
LEMUEL R. CAMPBELL, Cole Bui Refers to 
National Bank and U: Bank & 
Trust Co. of this city. 
PYLE & BOYD, Vanderbilt Law Bldg. Commercial 
matters ve special attention. Refer to 


Union Bank & Trust Co. & Phillips-Buttorft 
facturin, 


ua g Co., of Nashville. 

Pulaski* (Giles) seceuqees ccccdonsececssss Jno. T. Allen 
acd ( Deanet: eageneuse eccese 

‘averly* (Humphreys)................ RB. T. Shannon 

TEXAS. 

Abilene (Taylor) ................. Cockrell & Cockrell 
Da GB ic ctcccccacsedecetsvabeas Howard O'Neal 
DEEP CR ncctencintinnnneiiiinity ee Je 


A.$ 
Refers to City National Bank <ipuubhaet 
ser, Pembrook & Co. Dry Goods a New York. 


Brownwood* (Brown) .........-.- win & Grinnon 
Cameron ( | DEER RTE: T. S$. HENDERSON 
Reters to Milam County Bank 
Cleburne* (Johnson) .................- Soc! 
* ( Dindccnqnmnaeenl Randolph & Web 
pense gg iiaccoounaeu seanuadl - 
COMMERCIAL ae a ee eee 
ty y— * instance law 
and collections. x. bank, or 


rominent wholesale ity. 
ME ogg A COMMERCIAL AGI AGENCY. 281 Main st. 
counsel. Adj 


ant, secure and 
collec’ ‘pact ' claims in all of Texas. 

win WANN. “National oe Bank Buil 

STONEWALL. TINGLE, North Texas Bank pias. 


Commercial, corporation and land law. 
loaned. (See card.) 





Denton* (Denton) ..................«..-+. J.T. 
Kaufman)... “ 
Paso* (E] Paso). 
Forney ( Pacdccccccescoes 
Fort Worth* (Tarrant) 
PARKER, GILLESPIE & SMITH, aust Main st. 
Commercial law and collection: 
ee, MACK. Box 593. Refers to First Nat. 
Albany, Tex. 
ae... poms Lwadaandtaaneniqiinds Davis & Harris’ 


lveston) 
M. — MALEVINSKY, Saamee Building. Prompt 
~ returns. 
EDGAR WATKINS. S Cor. 22d & Mechanics sts. 


fers to Weekes, McCarthy & Co., bankers. 
Gatesville* (Coryell).................... \ R 
to First and City National 
Greenville* (Hunt)..................... --.-D, H. Ross 
so 4 )- SEER ee EE emt Morrow 
‘ouston* (Harris)......... -++--..-.Jas. A. Breeding 
RR EE Hale & Hale 
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San Antonio* (Bexar) 
KELLER & TOHNSON, Kampmarn Bldg. (See card.) 
Commercial an 


JAMES ROUTLEDGE. d land law = 
specialty. Refers to San Antomo Nat'l Bank 
Sherman (Grayson)............-.....- WOLFE & HARE 


Comme:vial law. Collections a specialty. Attor- 
neys a City Bank of Sherman. 


TD or wnghantacctesasigeccscess W.S. Ban 
Terrell (Kaafman)....................... E. A. WILSON 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Texarkana (Bowie)..................-... 
GD. Scinvesedcotaccs W. 8. Herndon & Sons 
aco* (McLennan 


“PRENDERGAST & EVANS, Provident Bldg. Prac- 
poe. Attorneys for Waco State 


to all banks. 
ROBERT. H. ROGERS. Practice (Civil Law only) 
all the cou: Refers to all banks of W aco. 
}. 8. SCARBOROUGH, P Provid: nt Bldg. Commer- 


corporation and land litigation in State 
and Federal Courts a specialty. Refers to any 

bank in the city 
Waxahachie‘ (Ellis). .................. J. E. Lancaster 
Weatherf rd* (Parker). ................. H. L. Mooeley 
Wichita Fal!s (Wichita) ...........-. J. H. Barwise, Jr. 

UTAH. 
. abe. epRngnewciy cadet eben be D. A. Reavill 
ee -EVANS & ROGERS 
First National Bank Building. (See card.) 

I iikinnecocsensgcnssusscnnseed S. K. KING 


Attorne’ a poeeny & Martin, bankers. 
Salt Lake" ( 
BOOTH. LEE a & GRAY, Rooms 62 to 65 Commercial 
Commercial litigation es 
JONES & SCHROEDER, Entrance, Room 100 Com- 
—— Block. Refer te any "jobb. .ng house or 


bank in the skh 
weet oy A & ma. Suite 70, 71, 72, 73, Com- 
Corporation and mining law; 
commercial He gation and collections. Attor- 
s for Bank or Salt Lake. . ~emande in all 


applicati 
Pia ARMSTRONG, 10210 aw tead ‘Commercial yo 


gy 7 National Bank of Republic. 
FRANK P PIERCE, Rooms 306-307 McCornick Bldg. 
Attorney for McCornick & Co., bankers. 
a B. ‘SHEPARD 37 to 40 Commercial Block. 
Refers to Utah National Bank and Justices ot 
Court of Utah. 
JNO. LU TAYLOR. Makes profitable investments 
for those having money to loan. Practices in 
all courts of record, State and Federal. 


VERMONT. 


lanters’ National 





meateryhvamte M & — 
Fredericksburg Ee e u, 
Harrisonburg* ( ise wsterans JOHN E. ROLL A 
Lexington* (Rock “ Letcher & Letch 

* ececanesees er 
a a SR ES EMORY HUGHES 
Manchester? (Chesterteld).- = soe ORTRE Wm. I. Clopton 

News’ (Warwick) eats d gta R. G. Bickford 
N 


) 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 98 Main street. 
Fentness & Agelasto, Counsel. Commercial, 
Welerences insurance law and collections. 

erences: Any bank, or prominent whole- 
house in the city. 

Le0'iU IUDSON. 100 Main st. Collections throughout 

and North Carolina. Refers to Nor- 

folk National and City National Banks. 
Fertamouths (Nora). cienetihvolnoedl Davis & Mclivaine 
ED cnconsccesersseeesé J. F. Crocker 


\* (Henrico) 
JAMES eaguy tint East Main st. (P. O. Box 269.) 
Refers ational Bank of V’ 
MONTAGUE 5 & DAWSON. 1002 E. 
tile collections and co’ ion law. Charters 
obtained; depositions taken. Refer to any bank. 
Roanoke (Roanoke),........-.....--. JOEL H. CUTCHIN 
Commercial om and collections a specialty. Refers 
to First National Bank. 


nst. Mercan- 


Staunton* (A } sesnabevesdscsoses A. C. BRAXTON 

Refers: “4 a Valley Bank, mene 
ING SEF H. Rawles 
Winchester* (Frederick)............. Teun. J. Williams 

WASHINGTON 

biusscccesbuswubbnascs . M. 
greene aeons wistuchsmseniien wy 
North Yabima* (Yakima).......... Whitson & Parker 
(Whitman) .................... JAS. F. FiSK 

Refers to First National Bank. 





Otymy * (Thurston). ....... oouesebdeall John F. Gowey 
‘ownsend* (Jefferson) ......... écbiileint SS B. ate 

paioon a te aT CERNE . Birdse 
Seattle* (King)................. oo eCLURE & BA $ 
64 to 67 — Horton & Co. Bank Bldg. Attur- 


neys for Emmons Associated Law Offices of San 

Francisco, Portland, Seattle and Tacoma. 

* (Snohomish)................. John B. Ault 
Spokane* (Spokane) 

R. J. DANSON, 13 & 14 Granite Bldg. Commercial, 
real estate and probate law a specialty. Reters 
to Excha Nat. and Commercial Sav. Banks. 

WM. A, “He , 19-20 First National Bank Bldg. 

Tacoma" (Pierce 
ts my EASTERDAY, Bernice Bldg. Refer 
to any bank in the city. 

MURRAY Ye CHRISTIAN, Merchants’ Bldg. Attor- 
age for Emmons Associated Law Offices ot 
San Francisco, Portland, Seattle a Tacoma. 

Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)................W. Clark 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Addison* (Webster) .................. H.C. Thurmond 
Refers to Buckhannon B’k of Buckhannon, W. Va 

Charieswn* (Kanawha)..COUCH, FLOURNOY & PRICE 
Attorneys for Kanawha National Bank, R. G. 
Dun & Co., &e. 


Charlestown* (Jefferson) Jacacssanuned Austio \!. Locke 
Clarksburg* (Harrison).................. c AY spon 
( _ ude eRbhedecuuuinaale A. B. Fleming 
Gandiem* CHAD... 0<- cccccecsscces IRA E. ROBINSON 
Refers to Donkante & Mechanics’ Savi Bank. 
Huntington" (Cabell) ........... Ee & TH )MPSON 
Attorneys tor First Nati TE. 
Jackson C. H.« (Jackson)............... arren Miller 
Martinsburg* (Berkeley) a iiee a & Wal«er 
Parkersburg* (Wood) 
HUTCHINSON, HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. Chief 
Counsel in West Virginia for Baltimore & Ohio 
Co. (See card.) 
Point Pleasant* (Mason) ............... J. S. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson)................ N. C. PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 
Wellsburg* — hidcdedababensacueaad H. C. Hervey 
betes ay” (Ohio! 
MITH, 421 ~ a st. Commercial litiga- 
ma specialty 
WISCONSIN. 
ee baboeeuecusonsds Henry D. R: 
aed Sa cktnscvsnsocgnenepens A. E. Dizon 
Baraboo* (Sauk)..........-.-+++++-+s++-+ F. R. Bentley 
owns Baia? Gialapones.... dailies @ tameons 
wa P ppewa).......Jen enkins 
Dodgeville* OWA) 000000 cc cccccsccccce Reese & — 
Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)................. V. W. Jam 
Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac) ............. N.C. GIFFIN 


Refers to 08 “daa National Bank. 


anesville” (Roc 
FETHERS On H) JEFFRIS (M. G.) & FIFIELD (C. L.) 
Attorneys for First National and Merchants 
& Mechanics’ Savings Banks. Special collec- 


tion department. 
Kenosha* (Kenosha).... WALTER manenAt COWELL 


Kewaunee ‘ (Kewaunee) eepuussnaoensen Jo attawa 
La Crosse* (La Crosse)...........- Losey & Woodward 
RE SEED. nn ec cnccescces ssoncces erman Pfund 
Marinette” ( D ccccccccccnccces: B. F. Simpson 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
JAMES DOUGLAS, 513 & 514 Pabst Bldg. Refers to 
be ational k. 


RNEST S. MOE } 164 & 165 New Insurance Bldg. 
RUBLEE A. : COLE, § Mercantile collections and Gen- 
er actice. Refer to First National Bank. 

A. G. WEISSERT, Nos 6 and 7, 107 Wisconsin st. 
Refers to National Exchange” Bank. Refer- 
ences anywhere given on request. 


Oshkosh* (Winnebag::).............. BOUCK & HILTON 
Attorneys forthe National, German-American Bank 
and South Side Exchange Banks. 

Portage* (Columbia) ...............-------- 

OO SOHN W. Omen 
Refers to Union N.B. and Commercial & Savings Bk. 

Stevens’ Point* (Portage)....... Cate, Jones & Sanborn 

Superior* (Dougias)............-...- See Weat Su Or 

Watertown (Jefferson). ...............-....-- H. 


ease 
Wanupaca* (Waupaca)................ Lord & Wheeler 
Wausau* (Marathon). Silverthorn, Bake hee 
West Saperter Dengan) sea. +.” pipes 3. B. ARNOLD 

Refers to Bank of Commerce and Superior Na- 


tional Ban 
WYOMING. 

Bonanza (Big Horn).............-.....- W. S. COLLINS 

Refers * 4 Fist National ip buffale 
Buffalo* (Johnson) .,............--.---- C. H. , ae 
Casper" (Natrona)..........--.-..-.-.--. “6. B. Bradley 
Cheyenne* (Laramie)...............-..... E. W. Mann 

eo ee Leroy H. White 

EMRE CPTBRD <cccccccnccecceccccsecs E. H. Fourt 
Sepatnie? (Albany). ....ccccccccoccceses N. E. Pe 
Newcastle* (Westen). ....0...c.ccccccccce Griggs Bros 
Rawlins* (Carbon) Ei shhopedescnus Craig & Chatterton 
Rock Springs* (Sweetwater)............. C. C. Hamlin 
Sheridan* (Sheridan)................. E. E. ay 
Sundance* (Crook) ..4......2.+-ccscccccccces J.L. 





CANADA. 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 

redericton (York): ooeenooe00 Sor om 
Moncton, ( ey A 

St. John* (St. John)...... We Make 


. A. W. MoRae 
NEW FOUNDLAND. 
St. Johns (St. Johns)..................--» J.&I. Kent 


NOVA SCOTIA. 
* (Anna) Powsscess Wm. M. DeBioi 
HALIFAX’ (Halifax) : 
HARRIS, HENRY s CAHAN. (Robert E. Harris, 
" G.; William A. Henry, L L.B.; Cha: lee 
. Cahan, L.L.B.) Solicitors of Merchanta’ 
and Union Banks of Halifax. Collections; 
Sa. marine and admiralty practice; 


ROSS, MELLISH & MATHERS, 74 Bedford Row. 
Kefer to Halifax Kanking Co. 

RUSSELL, ROSS & RUSSELL, 52 Bedford Row. 

Borden, Ritchie, Parker & Chisholm. Attorneys 
for Bank of Nova Scotia. 

Sydney* (Cape Breton)............ A. J. G. MacECHEN 
Commercial law and commercial correspoudence a 
specialty. (See card.) 

Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)....... T. V. B. Bingay & Sens 


ONTARIO. 





Chatham* (Kent)................. Edwin Bell 
Hamilton* (Wentworth) CARSCALLEN, CAHILL a ROSS 
Refer to the —- t Company. 
Kingston* (Frontenac)...............---- ng: 
Lon Se Ciliedieeen). MAGEE, idckiLLor a MURPH 
Lan i Q. C.; James B. McKillop, Thomas 
u 
Ottawa (Carleton). MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McKAY 
Barristers, Solicitors, etc. Supreme Court and 
Departmental oo Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 
TORONTO* (Yor 
eee 22 BLACKSTOCK, NESBITT, CHADWICK & 
IDDELL. H. Beatty, Thos. Gi bbe = Black 


Nesbitt, Ww. R. Riddell, a duster 
Thomas Percy Galt, Wm. i. Brouse, David 
Fasken, A. Monro Grier, H. Armetrong, R. 
McKay, C. W. Beatty.) Solicitors for Bank of 
Fs meee yeitty +, L4, Dun & Co. 
(Mercan Agency 'y), New Yor’ 

CROMBIE, WORRELL ore. os King ot., West. 


Solicitors for ontreal 
a MMAPPELE 4 . BICKWELL. Imperial Bank 
g. Solicitors for Imperial k of Canada. 
Windsor* (Essex)....... Patterson, legen & Murpby 
PRINCE — ARD ISLAND. 
Charlottetown* (Queens). ......... + AED W. L. MOORE 
Particular sthention to collections in all parts of 
the Province. Refers to Merchants’ Bank. 
Sammerside* (Prince) John H. Bel) 





QUEBEC. 
MONTREAL* (Montreal) 

ATWATER a MACKIE, 151 St. James st. Attorneys 
for and refer to Bank of Nova Scotia, Montreal, 
and Eastern Townships Bank, Sherbrooke, 
Que. Mercantile collections, depositions, and 
ee i —) Kehable correspondents 


BuRKOUGHS & A BURROUGHS, Rooms 612, 613 and 


k Life 
McGIBBON DAVIDSON & & HOGLE (Robt. D. McGib- 
bon, g. C.; Peers Davidson, Arthur F. Hogle), 
New York Life Bldg. Solicitors for Merchants’ 
k of Halifax, Iiman _ Co., Manufac- 
bg Life Insurance Co., 
“Refers to Banque 


Bot ny St. James st. 
Quebec* (Quebec Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 


BRITISH couumpta. 
Nanaimo (Nanaimo) ............... arwood & Young 
New ‘Westmineter" ‘iiciteaematiats Boxateln & Gaynor 
Vancouver (Vancouver)................-. . H. Hallett 
Victoria’ (Victoria) ...... Drake. Jackson & Helmcken 
MANITOBA, 

nn mo (Brandon)........... Henderson & Matheson 
e La Prairie* (PortageLaPrairie)...5. R. Wright 
Win Be ay eee 
MacDonald, Tupper, Phippen & Tupper 

NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 


ee ereeeeeses 


» i 
.---8. 8 & H.C. Taylor 
ae Hamilton & Robson 


Calgary* (Alberta) 
Edmonton (Alberta) . 
Regina (Assiniboia) 


ENCLAND. 


LONDON (Middlesex)....NAPOLEON ARGLES & CO. 
81 Gracechurch st., E.C. Solicitors of the Supreme 
Court. Paris office—i6 Place Vendéme. 
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ALABAMA, 


INDIANA. 





BUSH & BROWN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Reoms 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


Special attention to Commercial, Corporation and 
Insurance Law 
Practice in all the Courts of Birmin ham, Ala. and the 
Supreme Court of the State. 
Unsurpassed facilities for m .king through- 


out the State. 











CALIFORNIA, 


Fimmons Associated Law Offices 


San Franci«ce, Portland, 
Emmons & Emmons, Att'ys. Kuwons & Emmons, Att’ys. 





Seattle, Tacoma. 
McCLuReE & Bass, Att'ys. Murray & CHRisTIAn, Att’ys. 
Foreign Business a Specialty. 


Probate, iuecivens and Corporation Law, Collections, and 
aking of Depositions, etc. 


EDWARD A. HOLMAN, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
OAKLAND, CAL. 





References : _— Nationa! Bank and California Loan & 
Trust Compan. 


ALBERT 8. LONGLEY, Attorney at Law, 
Law Building, Les Angeles, Cal. 
mf and Corporation Law; Estates of non-residents 

Investments and genera! law business. 
Besereness : —first National sank of Los Angeles and 
onal Bank of California; Second and Fourth National 
Banke, Cincinnati, Ohio. 











COLORADO. 





COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO. 
amend £. McINTYRE, 


Attorney at ’ Law, 


Corporation, Mercantile and Realty Law. Seoquates 
facilities for Collections and Depositions. 


Refers to First National and El Paso County Banks. 








DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 





ERNEST HOLTZMAN. JAMES R. GOW. 


HOLTZMAN & GOW, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
Warder Building, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Practice before all Courts, Government Departments, and 

Committees of Congress. 
Commercial Law a specialty. Collections Department. 


References: Washington Loan & Trust Company and 
Truders National Bank. 








ILLINOIS, 





RATTY, DOWE & NEWMAN, 
Attorneys and Counselors, 


JOSIAH CRATTY. 
WILLIAM H, DOWE. 
GIDEON E. NEWMAN. 
ELIJAH ©. WUOD. 


Chicago Stock Exchange, 
CHICAGO. 


COMMERCIAL AND CORPORATION LAW. 


MARK C. FARR, 
Attorney and Counselor, 
Suite 610, 36 Lasalle St., CHICAGO, ILL. 


Special attention given to settlements and adjustments 
without court litigation. 


Ee References given when required. 





felLss & WALTERHOUSE, 


Attorneys at Law, 


MUNCIE, INDIANA. 


Refer to Citizens’ National Bank. 


H{EROD & HEROD, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


14, 15, 16 and 17 Fletcher Bank Building, 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 











LOUISIANA. 


JOSEPH N. WOLFSON, 
Attorney at Law and Notary Public, 


Corporation, Insurance and Commercial Law andCollections 
@ specialty. 
Rooms 304 to 37 Liverpool & London & Globe Building, 
NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
References: Union Nat. Bank, Metropolitan Nat. Bank and 
R. G. Dun & Co., New Ori La. ; G. F. sean and Amert- 
can Boot & Shoe Reporting Co., Boston, Mass.; Gilvert 
Elliott Law Co., F Victor & Achelis, Freedman Bros. 
and Bacon & Co., New York pa Shriver, Bartiett & Co. 
andA.J.@&L.J. Bamberger, Philadelphia, Pa. ; H. H. 
Rale and Shriver, lett & Co., Baltimore, "Md. ; Na 
tional Collection Co., Snow, Church @ Co and Mack, Stad- 
ler & Co. Cincinnati, Ohio ; Fifield & Fifield, Minneapolis, 
Minn Kraus & & Mayer, Cratty Bros. and J & 
Cleveland. Chicago. ill. 











MASSACHUSETTS. 
ESTABLISHED 1878. 





RICHARD C. BAYLDONE, 
Attorney for 


COLLECTIONS ans SETTLEMENTS 


31 MILK STREBT, 


(Room 4.) BOSTON, MASS. 
some Refere: 

acy, Eeq., Supt. BRADSTREET'S, Boston. 
Bank’ Kefere 


Manufacturers’ National Bank, Boston. 
SPRAGUE & WASHBURN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


105 Summer St., BOSTON, MASS. 





Counsel of the 
INTERSTATE LAW CO. 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 
Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 
Federal Courts. 


Bank references on application. 


THE MERCANTILE 


LAW COMPANY, 
Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 
MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS & COMMERCIAL LAW. 


Boston Representative of the 
Associated Law and Collection Offices. 


BEVERLY K. MOORE, Pres’t and Manager. 
Kendall, Moore & Burbank, General Counsel. 








W. W. Ricez. ee W. Kine Cuas. M. Ric 


Public, 
RICE, KING & RICE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Office Block, Wercester, Mass. 


PRACTICE IN ALL STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 
Especial attention given to Corporation, Probate and 

Commercial Law. ent Law and Litigation a specialty. 
A oe Department in the Uftice well organized. 
Stenographers and Typewriters in office give attention 

to the taking of depositions. 


Refer to any Bank or Business House in Worcester. 








JOSEPH O. MORRIS, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Suite 1301 and 1302 Chamber of Commerce, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
Commercial, corporation and real estate law. foot ex- 


perience in insolvency mF and adjustments. 
ferences : American Trust & Savings Bank, Washburn 


MICHIGAN. 





Send your Michigan Collections to 
THE CREDIT & COLLECTION CO. 


Suite 28, Buhl Building, 
DETROIT, - MICHIGAN. 


METCALF B. HATCH, General Attorney. 





& Moen Mfg Co. and Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett 4 Co., 
ohne? and special references, bank or mercantile, in any 





MICHIGAN. 





DETROIT, 


‘MICHIGAN. 
FRANK E, ROBSON, 


Detrot Burnham, 
fei ca tece eae eee hoe 
’ - od 





A. Graft & Co.; Chicago—£. B. 7 





CHaRLes W. CasGRalIn. 
J. EMMET SULLIVAN. 


CASGRAIN, SULLIVAN, 


602 to 605 Hammond Building, 


WILLIAM L. Mason. 
Vurcent R. Dwryzs. 


MASON & DWYER, 


Attorneys at Law, 
DETROIT, MICH. 
Reference :—State Savings Bank. 





A general law 


WILLIS S. MEADE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
CRANAGE BLOCK, - BAY CITY, - MICH. 
t attention ta 
houseg. 


comm: LA dg - op — 
e collec’ es = ‘or Ww 
selling in North Michigan. < 





SAGINAW, East Side, 





References :—Dime Savings Rank and John L. Harper & 
Co., Bankers, Detroit. 


JENNER E. MORSE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 

1 and 2 Heavenrich Block, 
MICHIGAN. 
A well equipped, systematized collection office. 
Attorney and Agent for Foreign Corporations. 

Refers to People’s Savings Bank. 








MINNESOTA. 


ie T. CRANDALL, 
Attorney, 


424 Chamber of Commerce. v LUTH, MINN. 
Mercantile, Corporation and Mining Law. 
Remittances for collections made promptly. 


my to Security Bank of Duluth; Clyde Iron Works, 


FIIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
Lawyers, 


Lumpre Excuanes, MiInwEAPO! 
5-6-7 3 Greman-AmeER. Bank BLpDe, 
Walter V. Fireld; J.C. Fifield, Bete, Public; G.W 
Fifield ; . Richardson; C.D. 
Notary Public; 8. A. 
MERCANTILE LAW anv COLLECTIONS ASPECIALTY 








Sr. hg Mux. 


Depositions taken accurately with dispatch. 
When uested by letter will to t 

ite collect, ~ hy Foe, oar 
Refer to Flour Ci K, Si, Pal ad the leeding Jobbing 
German-American Henke leading 
Houses of Minneapoiis and — . : 





Minnesota Items for Collection sent ‘to 
J. F. HILSCHER, 


412-418 New York Life Building, ST. PAUL, MIKN. 
WILL RECEIVE PROMPT ATTENTION, — 


Commercial law and collections. Real Estate law and 
foreclosures. Interest of non-residents cared ta. 
Attorney for a Mortgage Bank of 


thuizen, H. 
Refers to Merchants Nationa! Dank, St. Paul, Minn 











CHAS. SCOTT & £. .. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI 


Refer to Bank of Rosedale, of which said Chas. Scott 
is president; Memphis Nationa] Bank, Memphis, Tenn.; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City. 








MISSOURI. 


. 


GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILECOLLECTIONS 


Louis References (unsolicited and without permission) 
etate Bank ; Samuel Cupples Woodenware Co. 
New York Entrances :—Collins, Downing oo Free 


— ” $04 Nerth Sth it, 

(Turner Building.) gan 
ST. LOUIS. MO. A 

S 





















NGERS 


L & PEYTO 


_— TTOR mien rh He 


T LAW, 
y Spectat attention to Co 


~ « 
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H.™. UTE Y, 
A elor at Law, 


O’NEI ' S EBRASKA. 


Commercial and Cc m Law a Specialty. 
Depositions taken or under Commission. 
General and Legal B promptly attended to. 
Seventeen years’ 1 .  apr 








NEW JERSEY. 


FFREDERYGK PARKER, 


Counselor at Law, 
Supreme Court Sane ecm “2 Specia. 
FREEHOLD, NEW JERSEY. 


Collections ear wd male. Reeds — given to 


Refers to The Central National Bank of Freehold, N. J. 
j 











NEW YORE. 


W. £. BEEGHLY, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECT WS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 


References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 


CUMMINGS & McBRIDE, 


A $ at Law, 
MANSFIELD, 





Reference : Any Bank in Mansfield, Ohio. 








Fimmons Associated Law Offices 


San Francisco, Pertiand, 
Emmons x Emmons, Act’ys. Emmons & Emmons, Att’ys. 





Seattle, Tacoma 
MOCLURE & Bass, Att'ys. Murray & CHRISTIAR, Att’ys. 
Fereign Business a Speciaity. 


Probate, Insolvency and Ceperatien Law, Comeetiene, and 
the Taking of Depositions, e 





CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Waluen 4 Suite 150-160, 
fee omg RDF. : 96 Breadway 
M <n 6 Wait Stree 
A 
Grorer W. NEW YORK. 
Counsel for Western National Bank; of Counsel for the 
Chemical National Bank. 





U/ML TED MERCANTILE 


(INCORPORATED) ASSOCIATION. 
310 D. S. Mergan Bidg, BUFFALO, N. ¥. 
PU OF Gusnrr ¢ GUIDE FOR ERIE 
D NIAGARA COUNTIES. 
Detailed pete reports furnished promptly. 
Colteetions annte Ry aa certoaiied in all parts of the 
it) and 


States 
Sprague, Moot, Sprague & Brownell, Attorneys. 
Reference; The City Bank, Buffaio, N.Y. 


BENJ. M. FOWLER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
56 Market St., POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y. 
References :—Fallkill Nat] Bank oat Nat’l Bank. 
Local Attorney for American Surety Co ~~ 
NOTARY PUBLIC. 


C: HARLES ROE, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1002-1004 Wilder Bldg, ROCHESTER, N.Y. 
GENERAL PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 








Collections and all legal business attended to promptly. 


References: The Flour City National of Rochester ;: 
Merchants’ Bank of Rochester; The Rochester Trust & 
Safe Depostt Co. 


Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON & WELLS, 


$ Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N. Y. 
General Practice in all Courts. Collections a specialty. 


a= Third National Bank Commercial Bank ; 
eenway Brewing Co.; D. ‘McCarthy & Sons. 














FrRANK P. KIBLER, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Rooms 12.and 13 Dannemiller Block, 
CANTON, OHIO. 


Prompt personal attention gives. to commercial law and 
collections. D we ms taken; Notary Public and Steno- 


grapher in 0: 
References :—The Farmers’ Bank ; Hon. G. E. Baldwin ; 
Hon. T. T. T, Mecarty, and B. Dannemiller & Sons, Wholesale 
rocers, all of 








JOHN T. WHALLEY, 


Attorney at Law—Notary Public, 
415 Chamber of Commerce, 


PORTLAND, OREGON, 
LLECTIONS, FORECLOSURES, TITLEs, Erc., 

Columbia, W: 
Oregon, and in Clarke County, State 
fe furnished. 


Ere. 
n and 








PENNSYLVANIA. 


J. M. C. RANCK’S 
Law and Collection Office, 


190 Wremiss averse, Scranton, Pa. 











SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Bread 8St., Charleston, S. C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 


attention to 
Special ven fe emees 





*; Armour & Co., Chicago. 


MYTHE & LEE, 
5 Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
7 & 9 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 
PRACTICE 1 THESTATE, AND ALL FEDERAL COURTS. 
Refer : i oat Gene ont to cemen Magee & 00 Pelzer, 
Beittont & Co” Western Unie eegraph co. Loetwifet 
Nashville Ratiroad i Fetograpi Co. 


York pit | Standard oh on Louisvilie, 
Coal, Iron & Kailroad Co., Nashville, Tennessee 











SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Pager y- BAILEY § VOORHEES, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Rooms 6, 7, 8. 19, 20, 21 and 22 
Masonic Temple, 
SIOUX FA LLS, SOUT SOUTH DAKOTA. 


5 Womtern Unton Dun & Co, ;0 joins 





fee 
collection departmest 





————. 
— 


TEXAS, 


STONEWALL TINGLE, 
. Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Nerth Texas Bank Bidg, 





DALLAS, TEXAS, 
ice limited to C 





























EVANS & ROGERS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
OGDEN, : : : UTAR. 


National 
Jarvis- irr Mor an Merwags Trae Co Dear Bow Cant 








WASHINGTON. 





Fimmons Associated Law Offices 
San Francisce, Portland, 
Emons & Emmons, Att’'ys. Exons & Emmons, Att'ys. 


Seustio, Tacoma, 
MoCiure & Bass, Att’'ys. Mumray & CHRistian, Att'ys. 
Fereign Business a Specialty. 


Probate, Daseteen and Cor w, ,Comsciens, and 
aking of Pepoaitions é 


WEST VIRGINIA. 








Joun A. HUTCHINSON. 
H. P. Campaw 


utchinson, H: utchinson 


Parkersbarg, W. Va. & Camden, 
Corporation and Commercial Law, 
Special attention to Collections throughout West Virginia- 
Lanp TITLzs INVESTIGATED. 

Chief Counsel West Jeep % So 0. RB. Oo. 
Parkersburg, 


— | Firat Nationsl Beaks © Citizens’ Nat’! Bank 
Senator J. N. Camden. 


gan. F. HvuToutweon. 








CANADA, 


A. J. G. MacECHEN, 
Barrister and Attorney at Law, 


Commissioner Supreme Court of Newfoundland 
> Nova Scotia. 





N 
Public 


Office: Seuth Charlotte Street, 
Sydney, Cape Breton, noe Scotia, CANADA. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COMMERCIAL 
CORRESPONDENCE x P ePECIALTY. 

Prompt ATTENTION TO EVERY wat Ho teem 


PP may cotia, orth 8 pb ot Dead Bedncy = Judge 
va & : 
Henry and Chief ee aecbion Halifax; Hon. Senator 
Gieon Bap: Hon. Sonsiar Milles, Arichat; All 
in the Provinceof Nova Scotia, 


PATENT LITIGATION. 


OO 











a 
ee ts3 ey 


wvre—v 


WILLIAM PIRTLE HEROD, 
Attorney at Law. 


Counsel in Patent Litigation. 
Fletchers’ Bank Bldg, INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 


EXPER! IM PATENT CAUSES. 
HUBERT E. PECK, 


629 F Street, Washington, D. C. 


2 Tae hs ae 
es ae A 


fagen 
— SN if 
# 











ASSOCIATE FOR ATTORNEYS BEFORE UNITED 
STATES PATENT OFFICE, 


Specialties :—Appeals; Interferences; 
and Preparation of Papers in 
Best references. 


Foreign Patents, 


Write me 











